#15681 state v. E^icka Huggins 

#15844 State v. Bobby G. Seale 

VOLUMES 26 27 28 29 30 31 
32 33 34 35 

PAGES 3249 - 3818 



NO. 15681 
STATE OF CONNECTICUT 
vs . 

ERICKA HUGGINS 

NO. 15844 
STATE OF CONNECTICUT 
vs . 

BOBBY G. SEALE 



LIOR COUf 



NEW HAVEN COUNTY 



ma 13, 1571 



SUPERIOR COURT 



NEW HAVEN COUNTY 



mt 13* 1971 



Before: 



HON. HAROLD M. MULVEY , Judge 
& Jury (12) 



Appearances: 



COURT REPORTERS: 

Arthur E. Moan, Jr. 
Walter Rochow 
David Tilewick 



ARNOLD MARKLE 

State's Attorney, New Haven County 

121 Elm Street 

New Haven, Connecticut 

CATHERINE G. RORABACK 
129 Church Street 
New Haven, Connecticut 

Representing the defendant 
Ericka Huggins 

CHARLES R. GARRY, ESQ. 
341 Market Street 
San Francisco, California 

- and - 

DAVID ROSEN, ESQ. 
865 Chapel Street 
New Haven, Connecticut 

Representing .the defendant 
Bobby G. Seale 



RA 1 

MORNING SESSION 
Thursday , May 13 , 1971 

(The court opened at 10:05 A.M.) 
THE COURT: All set, counsel? 

MISS RGRABACK: In a second, your Honor, I will 
be ready „ 

THE COURT: All right. 
MISS RORABACK: Thank you. 

THE COURT: Mrs. Huggins, would you take the 
stand please. 



E R I C K A HUGGINS, 
having previously been duly sworn, resumed the 
witness stand and testified further as follows : 

THE COURT: Bring them in. 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 10:06 A.M. ) 

THE COURT: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. 
It's not so nice today. 

You just had finished cross, Mr. Markle , at the 
time of the recess. 

MR. MARKLE: Yes. 

THE COURT: Miss Roraback. 
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Q Mrs. Muggins , you remember <s»imn Mr. Markle began 
his cross-examination of you, he referred to conversations 
which you had with me and with Mr. Garry? 

A Yes. 

Q Now, can you tell us, you know, how much time you 
spent, say, with Mr. Garry? 

MR. GARM: Mrs. Huggins is cold. 
THE COURT: I just told him to shut it off. 
BY MISS RORABACK: 

Q Can you tell me approximately how much time you 
spent discussing your testimony with Mr. Garry? 

A Not very much time. 

Q Was it less than an hour? 

A Yes . 

Q And over how long a period of time have you talked 
to me about your testimony here today? 
A Two years, roughly. 

Q And whether or not I told you what to say on the 
witness stand, Mrs. Muggins? 
A No. 

Q What did 1 tell you? 

A To answer as, you know , as best I could remember 
things . 
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Q Now, Mrs . Huggins , getting back to May of 1969. 
When you first saw Landon Williams in New Haven in May of 
1969 , can you tell me how many times you had seen him before 
that, if you know? 

A Maybe maybe two or three times. 

Q And where was it that you saw him? 

A I didn't hear that. 

Q Where had you seen him prior to May of 1969 , on 
those two or three occasions? 
A In Oakland. 

Q And was it at the so-called National Headquarters ? 
A No. 

Q Where was it, Mrs. Huggins ? 

A In and around Alameda County Court House and at 
one of the houses off of Grove Street in Oakland . 

Q When you say one of the houses, are you referring to 
places where panthers stayed when they were in town? 

A Yes . 



(Page 3253 follows; no omission. ) 



RSI- 2-1 Hoggins - redirect 3253 

BY MISS ROR ABACK: 

Q And is it fair to say question withdrawn. 

So that you had seen Mr. Willi ana. Were you 
a good friend of his, Mr a. Muggins? 

A Well, I don't understand what you mean by, "good 
friend. ■ 

0 Fell, was he someone that you felt you could 
confide your own secrets to? 
A Ho. 

0 And is it fair to say that it w-is, in essence, just 
a casual acquaintance? 
A yes. 

0 How, ?*!rs. liuggins, drawing your attention to the 
evenino of May 17, 1969, that Saturday evening , at 365 Orchard 
Street, Hew Haven, do you remember you testified about a 
conversation which you had first with Hr. Same and then with 
Maude Francis? 

a yes . 

Q And you stated that Hr. Saws told you that you 
should toll Maude Francis that she should get certain 
information from Maude Francis by any raeans necessary? 

A yes . 

0 And can you tell rae whether or not you used that 
phrase, "by any means necessary," when you spoke to Maude 
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Francis? 

A Ho, I didn't. 

0 What did you say to Maude Francis, ms best you can 
renenber? 

A What I refaeraber tellinc her is that she should 
talk to tha brother ami find out any information she could. 

0 WM* t that next morning, Mrs. Ricrginn, Sunday 
rooming, you described these incidents with Mr. Pack ley which 
began in the living room of the Kircbro apartment. Can you 
tell me what that living row was used for by the Black 
Panther Party? 

A It was used for quite a number of things, but that's 
usually the place that people sat around in or stood in 
waiting to talk to someone or waiting to buy something f like 
a poster or record or something. 

0 And when you said to Mr. ftachley, "Wake up, we 
don't sleep in the office," were yon saying then that this 
was part of the office of the Black Panther Party? 

A Yes. 

0 Mow, Mrs. Ilugeins, in describing to Mr, Markle or 
answering Mr. Markle's questions concerning what you said 
on that tape recording — - question withdrawn. 

This tape recording, "Irs, Huge ins , was made, 
was it not, after all of the beat inns and the pouring of the 
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hot water and so forth had occurred? 
A As far as I know, yes. 

Q And had there been any conversation in the basement, 
questions and answers in the basement, prior to the time 
that that recording was made? 

A Yea. 

0 And, approximately, if you know, if you can 
rewember , what sorts of questions and answers had been said 
down there in the basement before the tape recording was 
snade? 

IKS . DARKLE; I will object unless we fix her 
there. I take it, she was there at this tine. 

by hiss mmmmt 

0 While you were present, Mrs. Huggins. 

A Well, I don't reraenber everything, you know, but 
George Saras and barren Kitabro were asking Alex about the 
Mew York Chapter of the Black Panther Party. 

Q And he was answering those questions as best he 
could? 

A He was trying to. 

0 When you say that George Sams and Warren Kiwbro were 
asking questions, in what manner was George Sams acting while 
he was asking those questions? 

MR. MARK'S* X an going to object, if the Court 
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please. Mow, this is grossly leading. 

TRK counr : I will allow it. 

H3R a MARrtdSs Might I have an exception, your 
Honor. 

TEE Cm s Exception. 

THE WITNESS: Well, he waa very vicious, se©s 
to bo too soft a word, because he not only was 
demanding answers, bnt he seensed to get enjoyment 
out of 

MR. HKS&&&I I will object to this. The wanner? 

THE COOPT: Describe him. Let it go at that. 

Tim WITNESS? His voice was loud and demanding, 
and he had a gun in his hand and he was sailing. 

?tR. GARRY s May I hear the answer, your Honor. 
The first part of it I missed. 

THE COURT :It May be read. 

(The answer of the witnoss was read by the 
court reporter.) 



{Page 3257 follows - no omission) 
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Q And was it during this period of time question 

\ 

withdrawn. You told Mr. Markle yesterday that at some point 
both Mr. Kirabro and Mr. Sams had said thai; Mr. Rackley was 
not a "revolutionary*' ? 

A. ©. 

Q And when did that occur, as best you remember? 
A Well, I can remember that being said quite often, 
both in the basement and upstairs. 

Q And was it prior to the playing of the tapes? 
A Yes « 

Q And you said also that, I believe in response to Mr. 
Markle* s questions, that George Sams had said that Alex Rackley 
^ was "lying"? 

A Yes « 

Q And when was that said, Mrs. Huggins , by Mr. Sams? 
A Before the tapes were made. 

Q And you also said, in response to Mr. Markle*s ques- 
tions , that Mr. Rackley admitted that "he lied to us and to the 
Party"; when did Mr. Rackley say that? 

A Before the tape was made. 

Q Did you hear any time before those tapes were made, 
any reference to someone named Karenga, or to the US Organiza- 
tion? 

A No. 
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Q Now, Mrs. Hoggins 8 at various times in your testi- 
mony, in response to Mr. Markle's questions, you said, what 
was on the tape was "partially true," that you did not relate 
exactly what; happened, that the account that you put on the 
tape that clay was "Inadequate" — and so forth; can you tell 
me what you meant by those words ? 

A That I tried to recount things in a taanner in which 
I thought would please George Sams . If I had recounted things 
in the manner in which they happened , X would have never used 
"we," or "us," or terms that made it appear that a group of 
people were in agreement about the beating of Alex Rackley. 
But realizing the — the irrational nature of George Sams , 
I felt that If I recounted things as they happened he would 
do something else, not only to Alex but to me, and I would 
suppose to other people, too. 

Q And before the tapes were made, had Mr. Sams said 
anything to you about what he wanted you to say on those tapes? 

A He said he wanted me to, I think, tell what had gone 
"down." 

Q And in the course of the tapes , he did speak to you 
on occasion, did he not? 
A Yes, he did. 

Q And Mr. Kirabro also said certain things to you while 
you were making those tapes ? 
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A Yes. 

Q At one point in the tapes you stated t Mrs. Hoggins, 
in the introduction to Che tapes you stated, r, We found out 
that he is an informer. m 

A Are you asking me, did I state this ? 



(Page 3260 follows; no omission. ) 
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0 Yes? 
ft yes . 

0 at the tir*e you mntie that statement, did you 

believe that stater^nt to he true, or not? 

jk I don't, I don*t believe that I did. 

0 -And Mr. Sarss wont an to say, did he not, "He •a not 
an in former , he knows all the informers**? 

A That* s what he said, yes. 

0 And then you corrected yourself you said , 
"Oh, he knows all the informers." 
A Yes . 

0 And were you saying that, Hrs. Muggins, because 
that's what Mr. Haras wanted- yet* to say? 
h yes . 

0 Mrs. Euggins, at one point in your testimony 
yesterday, you stated that you were "detached , " and Mr. Markle 
asked you about that. And you said that's a word that 
explains the "state of raind f was in, I guess." Could you 
explain further just what you mean by that state o,f mind 
being "detached"? 

h Well, for rae it*s, it's depression? a feeling of 
futility? not being able to correct or handle 3 certain 
situation in any manner. And when I feel that way I sort of 
withdraw frorc things. And sometimes I actually don't, you know. 
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hear with more than tSf ears: I might hear things , but I 
don't internalize what I Hi listening to or participate in 
activities around ne . 

It also involves n certain, amount of escape , 
in pushing r pushing what's happening into the background. 

0 $ow, Mrs. Hugging, yon remember Mr. Markle asked 
you a number of times yesterday why, starting on, I believe, 
on Saturday eveninq, actually, yon didn't call various 
people or talk to someone. I'd like to ask you, you said 
that you did not call Elaine Brown? why didn't yon call her? 

A Well, I didn't trust the telephones at all. I 
assumed that they were tapped, 

0 And why didn't you call the police? 

A Because Mi«tfl*t trust the police, after what had 
happened at various other tiroes; especially, after u»y husband 
was killed. 

Q And had you had any experiences with the Hew Haven 
Police, Mrs. Huggins? 
A yes. 

0 And what were those experiences? 

m. MAKKLEt I object to this, if the Court 
please. 

THE COURT? Sustained. 
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BY MISS RORABACK: 

0 I believe you said to Mr. MarJtle that you had been 
harassed by the Hew Haven Police? 

h Yes. 

MR DARKLE: X object to that. I don't believe 
she did say it. 

MISS RORAJ3ACK s She didn*t? 

THE COttRTs You*ve got the transcript there. 
I don*t recall whether she did or not. Can you 
find it in there? 

MISS RORABACK s If your Honor please, one thing. 
I do not have all the notes I wad© durino the night. 
I cannot find it this nimite, hut 1*11 coroe hack to 
it * 



(Page 3263 follows ~ no omission) 
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Q Why didn't you call anyone else, Mrs, Huggins ? 
A I didn't feel that there wag anyone I could talk 
to that would be able to help. 

MR. MARKLE : May I have that question and 
answer, your Honor? 

I'm sorry, your Honor. 
THE COURT: It may be read. 
(The last question by Miss Roraback of the 
witness, and the answer of the witness, were read 
by the court reporter. ) 

MR. MARKLE: Thank you. 
BY MISS RORABACK: 

Q And you remember Mr. Marlcle asked you why you didn't 
speak to Landon Williams about this ? 

Q And why didn't you speak to hira about this situation, 
Mrs. Huggins ? 

A Well, I didn't feel that I could talk to him. I 
didn't know him very well. 

Q And, incidentally, you mentioned Chairman Brothers 
from Sew York the last several days. Had you ever met him 
before? 

A Once before. 

Q And why didn't you tell him what had happened , Mrs. 
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Huggins? 

A For the same reason, I didn't feel I could talk to hira. 

Q Now, Mrs. Huggins , you did return to Orchard Street 
on a number of occasions after Sunday morning. Why did you 
continue to return to Orchard Street? I*m now talking about 
the office of the Black Panther Party. 

A Because there were things that I had to do, and 
there was work that I had to finish, and that • s the reason 
why. 

Q And you spent a good deal of time there previously, 
had you not? 
A Yes. 

Q And your baby Mai had also been there on a number 
of occasions? 
A Yea . 

Q And why did you take her back there with you, Mrs . 
Huggins ? 

A Well, I couldn't leave her at Hurlburt Street alone, 
and I trusted her with Peggy , she had taken care of her be- 
fore, and I couldn't take her with me to most of the places 
I was going, so that's the reason I took her there. 

Q Incidentally, Mrs . Huggins , you talked yesterday 
about the arrangement of your apartment on Hurlburt Street, 
and I would just like to go over it again briefly. As you 
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entered the doorway into that apartment, which room did 
you enter? 

A Coming in the front door? 

Q Yes. 

A The kitchen. 

Q And off the kitchen, what rooms were there off the 
kitchen? 

A On one side there was a bathroom, on another side 
one large room that had two entrances, I believe. It was a 
living room area divided, sort of like a living room and 
dining room, and on the other side there were two bedrooms. 

Q And were there any — was there any furniture in 
the living room? 

A Yes . 

Q What was that? 

A It was a — it was a bed couch. 

Q A bed couch ? 

A Yes. 

Q And when people came to stay with you from out of 
town, did they sleep in there? 

A If they wanted to, yes. 

Q Incidentally, Mrs. Huggins , the way the Panther 
Party operated in Los Angeles, that house that you had out 
there, did people, who were from out of town, stay with you 
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MR, MARRLE : I'm going to object, if the 



Court please. 

I didn't go into Lo.S Angeles . 

MISS RORABACK: Background. 

THE COURT: What is the claim? 

HISS RGRABACK: Well, I am just claiming the 
use of this apartment was just comparable to what 
went on in any other — 

THE COURT: Go ahead. 

MISS RORABACK: Could the question be read? 

THE COURT: It may be read. 

(The last question by Kiss Roraback of the 




' I) 



witness was read by the court reporter. ) 



THE WITNESS: Yes. 




(Page 3267 follows; no omission.) 
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^ BY MISS RORABACK* 

0 And when people wmm iron out of. town, to Htm Haven, 
did they stay at the Kiisbro apartment on occasion? 
A tm m 

Q And Hid they stay at your place on occasion? 

h Well, 1 hadn't been there very long, but, yes, 
if they wanted to. 

Q Mow, Mrs. Huggina, cowing back to the evening of 
Hay 20th, that Tuesday evening, yon testified — May 20th 
of *G9 — you. have testified that you were sitting in the 
kitchen. 

mm RorrbaCKs I wonder if that exhibit might 

I 

' be put up on the easel, your Honor? 

THK COUB r ?: Surely. 
BY mm RGRABACK i 

Q Can you see this exhibit from where you are sitting, 
Mrs. Muggins? (Indicating) 
A Yes. 

I 

Q And I an referring now to the sketch that* a on 
the bottom of the board, State's Exhibit W in your case, 
TV in Mr. Senle's case. Is it fair to say, Mrs, Muggins., 
that yon 1 were sitting at a point between the area narked 
"counter 1 * on that exhibit and the area marked "table," 
in between those two points in the kitchen of the Panther office 
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on Orchard Street on the evening of May 20th? (indicating) 
ft Yes. 

Q And were there other people at that table, if yon 
rerneiober? 

A Tea . 

Q Who was there? 

A I rernerober Peggy Hudgins sitting there* 
0 X'p? sorry? 

A I roiaenbor Peggy Rudgins sitting there, and other 
people, but I don't reiaerafoe:- who they were, 

0 And where was Peggy Hudgins sitting, as best you 
remember? 

A At the other end. 

Q So is it fair to nav she was sittina at the end of 
the table, between the table and something marked, "ironing 
board* on the — 

rm COrjt?y- Hiss Roraback, you are standing 
right in line with the jury. 

MISS ROR&B&CK s Pardon we. Thank you, your 
Honor. 
BY HISS ROHABACKs 

0 Peggy Hudgins was sitting at this table at the area 
soioewhere between the ironing board and the table, as shown 
on that exhibit? (Indicating) 
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0 And you testified, I believe, that you heard some 
noise on that stairway in back of you? 
A Yes. 

0 And then you did turn around „ Bow, what direction 
had you been facing before you turned around, Mrs* Huggins? 

A Well, when I wasn't looking down at what Z 
doing, I was facing straight, you know, ahead of rse. 

Q Toward the table itself? 

A Yes . 

Q And your back was toward the area that is narked 
as "counter"? (Indicating) 
A Yes . 

C> And did there cesa© a time when you turned in some 
manner to see who was there? 
A At what point? 

0 Well, after you heard this noise on the stairway. 
A Yes . 

Q And how did you turn? Did you turn all the way 
around, Hrs. Hug-gins? 
A Mo • 

Q Could yon — assuming you are sitting at the table 
there, there in the witness stand, and that the table in front 
of you is the table you were sitting at that evening, would 
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you just illustrate for the Court and jury just how you 
turned? 

A Like this. It was — I was really sort of listen- 
ing and looking at the sane time. (Indicating) 

0 And you turned your head, but not your body, is 
that correct? 

A Right. 

O And you testified that Mr. Raokiey and Mr* SAms 
carae by first? 
A Yew , 

o ?vnd can you tell fm whether Hr» Bmta was between 
you and nr. Raekley, or whether he was on the far side of 
Mr. Rack ley, as you sat there? 

« It seems as though he was between where I was 
sitting ami where Alex Rackley was standing. 

0 And you said that he had Mr. Rack ley by the ana. 
Has he holding WLfS with his left arm, if you remember? 

A I guess that would be correct. 

Q And did he have something in his right hand, 
Mrs, Muggins? 

A Well, I know that he had a crun. 

0 Well, is it fair to 3ay, Mrs. Hucgins, that as he 
passed you, as Mr. Rackley passed you, you could not actually 
see Mr. Rack ley because Mr. Samn was between you and 
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Mr. Rack ley? 

A That * s correct. 

0 A»rf you also testified you saw N6c # Kirtbro in back 
of them, is that right? 
A Yes. 

Q And then you lust looked back down at the table 
as they went out the door? 
A Yes. 

0 Ant! could you tell n* f Httgqins, what your state 

of mind was at that ti»e? 

A. It was the same, or probably worse. Just — I 
wag just very depressed. 

MISS RORABACK s I have no other questions, 
your Honor. 



T1?B COURT: 



Mr. Garry. 



MR. GARRY s 



I have no questions. 



THE COURT? 



Mr. darkle. 



MR. MARKtiB? Yes, your Honor. 



(Page 3272 follows 
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Q Just to take you briefly back to where we have 
just been, Mrs. Hugging s you recall exactly where you were 
sitting on the night in question* and I have reference to 
your being placed exactly at the end of the table between 
the counter and the table on that night in question when 
Alex Rack ley was brought out, right? 

A Do I remember sitting there? 

Q Do you remember that exactly, don't you? 

A That's where I usually sat. 

Q No. My question is — can you answer "Yes" or "No; 
you remember sitting there exactly, don't you? 
A Yes. 

Q You have no problem in recalling that at all today, 
that you were sitting exactly there, and I have reference to 
the area between the counter and the table, is that correct ? 
(Indicating) 

A Yes » 

Q And you have no problem today in recalling exactly 
where Margaret Hudgins sat on that fatal night, and that was 
at the other end of the table? (Indicating) 

A She was facing me, correct. 

Q And that's a fact, isn't it, you have a vivid re- 
call of that, of her being there? 
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A Yes . 

Q And on that particular ...right in question, when 
Alex Rackley was taken out, you remember exactly turning 
your head? 

A I remember exactly turning my head? 

Q That's right. You just told Mis** Roraback that 
you just turned your head and not your body? 

A Yea. 

Q That's the very night that Alex Rackley was taken 
out, and you remember that clearly and distinctly, right? 
A (No response.) 
Q And — 

THE COURT: Just a minute. 
MR. M4RKLE : I'm sorry. 

THE COURT: She shook her Lead, but didn't 
answer. 

THE WITNESS: I didn't get a chance, your Honor. 
That's correct. 

BY MR. MARRXE: 

Q Was the answer "That ' s correct"? 
A Yes. 

Q And then you saw Mr. Rackley and Mr. Saras, and you 
have at vivid recall that Mr. Sams was between — was on the 
far side of you, and Mr, Rackley — I*ra sorry. Mr. Sams eras 
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between you and Mr. Rackley? 
A Yes. 

Q And there is no question about that , that you have, 
a vivid recall of that? 
A Yes . 

Q And they walked past the counter and turned, right ? 
A And turned? 

Q Well j they had to come around to turn to go out 
the door, didn't they, because they eventually left by that 
rear door, didn't they? 

A Yes. 

Q So they came around and passed over here , and I 
have reference to the area that's directly on the right , 
opposite the counter, and right opposite the area of the 
table where you a ay you sat — 

A Yes. 

Q — in that exhibit? (Indicating) 
A Yes. 

Q And at that time you saw them, didn't you? 
A When they came around? 
Q That's right. 

A I wasn't staring at them the whole time, if I 
remember. 

Q Had you ever seen a man led out of that house by 
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another man carrying a weapon? 
A No. 

Q So this was the first time you had ever seen 
someone with a .45 or a hand gun taking a man out of that 
house ? 

A Yes. 

Q And you didn' f; look up? 
A That's why I didn't. 



end tk. 
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BY MR. MARKU2: 

Q Because you knew at that moment that man was 
being taken to Ms death, didn't you? 

A No. 

Q You didn't know that ? 
A No, I didn't. 

Q But you didn't look up because the man had a .45? 
A That's correct. 

Q Isn't it a fact that you knew he was going to be 
shot that night? 

A No, it's not a fact. 

Q And that's not why you didn't look up? 
A No, that's not why, 

Q You didn't look up because Sams had a 
A Yes. 

Q But now you had seen Mr, Sara® with a .45 on several 
occasions? 

A And lots of times I didn't look at him those times, 

too. 

Q You saw Mr. Sams with a .45 on the morning of 
Sunday, when this man was being tortured and burned , and you 
have a vivid recall of that? 

A Yes. 
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A Yes . 

Q And you weren't harmed by that .45? 
A Yes, I was harmed. 

Q You were harmed . Ami you also saw the gun on the 
moral ng or that afternoon on Tuesday, when the reporter was 
there ? 

A Yes. 

Q Is that right, you remember that? 
A Yes. 

Q But you didn't look up that night because Saras had 
a .45, is that your testimony? 

Q And didn't Kirabro have a rifle 9 

A I said that I believed he did have one, yes. 

Q low, let's search your recall on that. Did he have 
a rifle? Do you remember ~ question withdrawn. 

Do you remember Mr. Kimbro being right behind the 
victim and Mr. Sams , is that right ? 

A I don't believe I ever said right behind, but he 
was behind him. 

Q Well, was he five feet away? 

A I don't know. 

Q Four feet? 

A I can't fathom exactly how many feet he was. 
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Q Was he close? 

A He was close but» you know, not right up on him. 
Q And did he have a weapon? 

A I said that that's what I thought 1 remembered, 
Q And are you telling me now that he did have a 

weapon ? That's what I am asking you. Did he have a rifle; 

yes or no? 

A Yes or no? Yes. 

Q Were you afraid of Mr. Kimbro and that rifle? 

A Yes. 

Q You were afraid of Mr. Kinibro and the rifle at 
that moment? 
A Yes. 

q Hadn't you known Mr. Kirabro quite a while? 
A No. 

Q How long had you known Mr. Kirabro ? 
A About two or three months . 

Q And what was your relationship with Mr. Kimbro? 

MR. GARRY : I am going to object to this, if 
the Court please. This is going beyond the examina- 
tion that went on with Miss Roraback. 

THE COURT: Overrule the objection. 

MR. GARRY: Exception. 

MISS RORABACK: May exception be noted for both 



parties. 

THE COURT: Exception may be noted for both 
parties „ 
Wt m. MARKLE: 

Q What was your relationship with Mr. Kimbro ? 

MR. GARRY : I have another objection, if your 
Honor please. 

Whatever the relationship is, it is extraneous 
to this case and has no relationship, no relevancy 
to the examination of this witness. 

TIE COURT: I will overrule your objection. 
MR. GARRY: Exception, your Honor. 
A What, was my relation? He was my brother and my 
friend. 

Q He was your brother and your friend? 
A Yes . 

Q Anything else? 
A That's it right there. 
Q That's it right there ? 
A Yes. 

Q And this is the brother and the friend — was he a 
close friend? 

A Ho, not really. 

Q He was not a close friend? 
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A Maybe I don't see the term "friend" like you do. 
' If you. could explain it. 

Q You used the term that he was a brother. 
At * 

Q And you used the terra that he was a friend. 
A Yes. 

Q How friendly were you? 

A I guess you could say we were very friendly. 
Q Very friendly. Could you say how friendly you were? 
What does 'Very friendly" mean? 
A I don't know. 

MR. GARRY; I will object to this, if the 
|r| Court please. We are now getting involved in 

semantics and we are also now getting involved in 
matters now long since past the redirect examination. 

THE COURT: I will sustain the objection on the 
grounds that I think everybody knows what "friendly" 
means and "very friendly" means . 
MR. MARKLE: All right. 
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by nn. mmimt 

O On that evening when Mr. Rack ley was brought out, 
this wan who had the rifle who yon. had been very friendly 
with, you were afraid of? 

h Yes. 

Q And you didn't know where they were going or where 
they were taking Hi". Hackley? 

A That's what made me very afraid , 1 didn * t know. 

O You knew they were taking hiir, out with those guns 
to kill Mm, didn't you? 

A Tlo. 

0 You didn't know that. You didn't even think that 
at that moment? 

h 1 thought — I thought a lot of things. 

Q You didn't think it at that moment that he was going 
to foe killed, that night, is that what you are telling us? 

A Yes . 

Q Yes. And you recall your state of mind that night, 
that youwere very depressed, right? 
A I'll never forget it. 

mm ROPvABaCK? I*m sorry. Could that answer 
be read. 

TRB COURT % It may he read. 

(The answer of the witness was read by the 
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court reporter. ) 
BY MR. MAP.KLE: 

0 And will you ever forget the voice of Packley in 
the basement on that tape? 

A Ho, I don't think I will. 

Q tod will you ever forget that you told Mr. Rack ley 
to sit down and keep still? 

A X told him that for an express purpose . 

0 And will you ever forget that you told hiw while 
you were in that basement that he moaned and he — he 
whimpered and he showed cowardly tendencies and he heard you 
say that; will you ever forget that? 

A 1 don't think so. 

0 And you can*t reswe**ber who else was in this roow, 
is that your testimony? Y->u have now described on — 

file" Conn*!'. Wait a minute. • Wait a minute. 
' MI*. MftRKLB* X will take it to Monday — 
Tuesday night, ho was taken out. 
BY MR. DARKLES 

Q You told me that sitting here was Rose nudging — 
MXm RORABACKs Peggy Kudgins. 

BY MR. mamiMt 

Q Peggy Hudgins, and yourewember Mr. Rack ley and 
Mr. Sams? 
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Q And Mr. Kx r ,bro? 
A Yea » 

Q Mto else was in that room? 

R I think I told you at one point that X thought that 
there were other people at the table, but X don't remember 
who thev were. 

Q You can't recall who thev were? 

A HO. 

0 And no question they were Panthers, members of the 
Black Panther Party or in training? 

A Is there any question about it? 

o tm . 

A I don't know how to answer ttu»»:# 
0 Well, you were there. 

A Well, 1 can't say there was no question about it, 
but if they were in the rooK\, I would suppose they wore . 

0 And as they cam by here, you had an opportunity 
to observe Mr. Rack ley, cHdn't you? (Indicating) 

h I looked at him. X looked at him. 

Q And you knew his hands had some type of material 
on there, didn't you? 

A I looked at his face. 

0 And yon. didn • t see, when yon looked at his face, 



3284 

HS4-2-4 Huggins ~ r across 

•j his neck? 

a no. 

0 You did not see a. coat hanger coming out fres?. 
around his neck tfh&n you "ami his face? 
A Ho. 

0 Mid that's your testimony? 
A That* 3 what XreeKierober . 

0 Is it that you don't recall seeing a coat, hanger 
or you didn't see it? 

A I said I don't remember .seeing one. 
0 You don't rem©»tber seeing on*? 
A Ho. 

^ 0 And yet you focused right on his face as he went 

out? 

A Did you want ha to answer? 
Q Yes, I'd like an answer. 
A Yog • 

0 And the fact that you didn't see that coat hanger 
is as true as the rest of your testimony, is that right? 

MR. GARRY t Just a minute, your Honor. It's 
obj octionable. 

THE COttRTs X will sustain it. It's argumenta- 
tive. 
BY m. mvKLE: 

0 Isn't it a fact that when people came fron out of 
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the State, they usually stayed — - and X ate talking about 
Panthers now — they usually stayed at the Ktwfoto apartment, 
didn't they, when people came frow out of state? 
A Yes « 

O And they would stay overnight at the Kimhro 
apartment, wouldn't they? 
A fttH . 

0 And which bedroom would they use? 

A ff#t$,, # lots of times when people stayed — » moat of 
the time when people stayed overnight, they slept downstairs? 
in the living rnOR, 

o Downstairs in the living room? 

A Yes . 

0 And on . this particular Tuesday question withdrawn, 
When Mr, Seale came, was this bedroom occupied, 
and I have reference to the bedroom to the left of the 
photograph of the diagram? (Indicating) 

MISS RORABACK: Could I just have this time 
fixed, your Honor? 

Are we talking about when he actually arrived 
in New Haven, or the night of May 19th? 
MS. MARKtE: I will take both. 

BY KR. MARKLK : 

Q Was this occupied on Hay 19th, in the morning? 
A X don't remember. 
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o You don* t recall? 
a no, 

Q Was it occupied on Hay 19th in the afternoon? 
a I don't rmmmibm that* 

0. WAs it occupied on May 19th in the evening? 
A I don't reraereber. 

0 Was it occupied on Way 20th in the morning hours? 
A I don't re&ctt'&ar, 

0. So you don't even know whether that roon was 
available or not to Mr. Seale on May 19th and Ptny 20th? 
A Available for Mr. Seale? 

h Maybe I didn't hear your question. Idon't under- 
stand what you are saving. 

KH .HACKLE? Kight the question be reread? 
THE COURT: Heid the last few questions. 
(The court reporter complied, commencing from 
"You don't recall?** to the point of Mr. Markle 
asking that the question be reread.) 

THE WITWEGf? t Well, I guess the answer would be 

•Ho." 

BY MR. HARKLEs 

0 rt No n what? 

A That X didn' tknow whether it was available. 
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Q Yon did not. And staying at the apartment th-vt you 
have described on that day, and X have, reference to May 19th 
in the late afternoon and the 20th in the morning, were — 
at the vary least — June Billiard, Bobby Seale, Landon 
Williams, Rory Hi the, the unknown brother, David Brothers, 
and yourself? 

A Staying at what apartment? 

0 Tour apartment. 

A At. ray — yes. 

0 And posnihly, in addition to that, your child? 

r.%m RORABACKx Ho, that's not the testimony. 
MR ,MARKT,Et Z*m asking whether or not her 
child was there. 

HISS RORABACKt Monday night. 

BY m . mSXLBi 

Q Wan your child there? 
A Wo . 

0 Was Peggy Hudgins there? 
A Mo. 

Q Was Lonnie ?lcLucas there? 
A No. 

Q i?@re Peggy Hudgins* children there, at your 
apartment? 

A Wo. 
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0 And* when had they been told not to coma back to 
your apartment? 

MR. GARRY: It's assuming facts not in 
evidence, if your Honor please. 
THE COUWP: Sustained. 

0 Well, 4M t weren't they living— or let we ask you 
this question. They vrere living at your apartment? 
A Yes • 

Q That's Mrs. Hudgins, Mr. ftcLucas, and the two 
children? 

A f tea . 

0 And they Iiad been staying there for quite a while? 
A Well, no. 

0 Well, since yon rented? 
A Yes . 

0 And you had one bedroora, and they had a bedroom? 
A Yes. 

Q tJow, on the 19th, did you tell thera not to cot*© 
back to the apartment? 
A Ho. 

o On the 19th in the rooming , did you tell them not to 
cone back to your apartment, and stay there where they usually 
slept? 
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H No. 

o Did yon t©ll thesi in the afternoon of that day? 
A Ho* 

0 Or that night? 
A NO. 

g You never told them not to conse back, to your 
apartment? 

a m, I ai<fn»t, 
0 'J'o their room? 
A no, I didn't. 

0 Did you over talk to thorn about why they didn't 
come hack that night? 

A Well, I took it for granted that they were out 
looking for Diane Tonev. 
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0, Did you ever talk to then about it? 



Q You don't know where they slept that night? 
ft Wo, 

Q As a matter of fact, wasn't Margaret Budgins in 
charge of your child? 

A Yes, .but I don't know where they slept. 
Q Well, that would have roeant that your child was 
left unattended , if she were out looking and in the same 
house as George Saras was, as a matter of fact, wouldn't it? 

HISS RORaEACKs I think that question is a very 
corapovmd on©. 

*8E QOOmt Overruled. 

HR* GARRY t May that be read? 

THE COURT t Read it, 7*r. Reporter. 

{The court reporter conplied. ) 

Tffi? WXTKKSSt Ho. 

BY MR. HARKLKs 

Q •■ -Ito v,'onld have been taking care of your daughter? 

A X don't know. But Peggy would not have left her 
unattended. 

Q Well, now, you told, you told Miss Ttoraback that 
the reason that you came hack to the Kirabro apartr.tent with 
your child on several occasions — let's take the Monday, 
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you brought her back there — sorry, let's start with 
Saturday — Sunday. Sunday, did you bring her hack to that 
apartment? 

A Yes , 

Q Monday, did you bring her back to that apartment? 
A Yes, 

Q Tuesday, did you brine? her back to that apartment? 
A I think so, yes. 
Q Wednesday? 

mBB TiORAimqiCs I'll object, your Honor. 
There is. no testimony about Wednesday. 

THE COOPT: T take it you're asking about 
Wednesday , right? 

mr. mmmt yes, sir. 

HXf?S RORMtACK: I object to going into any- 
thing after Tuesday,, 

THE GOURTs Sustained. 

BY MR. MRRKLEi 

0 Up to Tuesday, was she brought back those days 
that I asked about? 

Q And you told us that was because Pegqy Hudgins was 
at the Eiiabro apartment, and that she could take care of her, 
and you trusted her, isn 1 1 that right? 



TS5-2 margins - tvcrom' 3292 

Q x-r point of fact, It is? a fact that Mrs. Uudgins 
iJLvad with you on H.'rlbart Street — 
(V Yes . 

Q ~- isn't that right? And ate could have .stayed 
tho.re taking care of your child on her own, too? 
A If she wanted to. 

0 And If you were so afraid of George 3ams , then why 
did you? bring th*. child back there? 

A Why did I bring the child there? Because 'Peggy 
wan taking care of her, and I couldn't leave ''al alone at 
nurlburt Street. And the other tiiaes I just felt that she 
should bo at Orchard Street. 

Q with Ilasas, where George Satas was, where the gun 
was? You felt she should foe there? 

A 1 don't, X don't know whether X, each tine I left 
Hal there T thought of all those things. 

Q All right, nevertheless, you hrouqht that child 
back to that house each day? 
A yes . 

Q And left her there quite often? 
A Yes. 

0 And you went back to that Xirabro apartment tint and 
again to carry out Black Panther Party functions, your duties, 
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isn* t that a fact? 

A I had to, I had to do southing. 
n Yon had "to do something"? 
A Yers . 

Q. Isn't it a fact that you went back to those premises 
each time, and each day to carry out Panther functions? 
h T'n sorry, 1 thought I answered it "Yes." 
o So the answer is "Ves"? 
A Yea . 

0 And on each of those occasions — * question with- 
drawn. 

and. you testified that during that period of 
time you were in a "detached" state of mind, you were 
"depressed" and you had a feeling of "futility," is that 
correct? 

h That's correct. 
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Q You felt you couldn't "correct' 1 or "handle the 
situation," I think was your testimony? 
A Yea « 

Q You said you were "withdrawn," you "didn't retain" 
what you heard, and you could not "participate in activities 
around you," is that your testimony? 

A Yes* 

Q In spite of that, each day, Saturday Sunday — 
Monday — Tuesday, didn't you do all of your Party functions? 
A Ho. 

Q You didn't? Bid you meet on Sunday, Sunday after- 
noon, did you go to the Adam Clayton Powell rally? 
A Yea. 

Q Did you pass out leaflets protesting Adam Clayton 
Powell? 

MR. GARRY : That's assuming facts not in 
evidence. 

MR. MARKLE: She testified to that. 

MR. GARRY: It's just the opposite of that* 

THE COURT: Ho, I thought it was that they had 
leaflets. That's my recollection, 

1*11 overrule the objection. 

BY MR. MARKTJS: 

Q Isn't that a fact? 
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MISS RORABACK: Exception, your Honor. 
Q When you weren't functioning well, isn't it a fact 
you went to Hartford? 
A Yea. 

Q And right after the torture didn't you tell as that 
you went to the Post Office? 
A Yes. 

Q Which is what you had planned to do before the 
torture? 

A Yes. 

Q And, as a matter of fact, just before the beating 
you told us, the beating in the upstairs room, you had planned 
to go out and go to th« Post Office? 

A Earlier that morning, yes. 

Q Early that morning. And you were interrupted by 
the beating, the torture , the questioning, and then in point 
of fact you did exactly what you had intended to do — you 
functioned — you went right to that Post Office, is that not 
true? 

A That's not true. 
Q That's not true? 
A No. 

Q You didn't go to the Post Office then? 

A I went to the Post office. But I used that as an 
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escape. 

Q You used it as an escape? 

A Yes. 

Q But you had planned to go to the Post Office before 
the torture? 

A Yes o 

Q You had planned to go to the Post Office before the 



beating? 

A Yes. 

Q And then when you came back, you went to Alex — 

you went to the Adam Clayton Powell rally? 

A YeSi 

Q Right? And that you told us yesterday you had been 
planning, there had been plans made a week before to go to? 

A Yes. 

Q And you went that afternoon, that was after the 

torture , after the beatings? 

A Yes . 

Q And that was a Party function? 

A Yes. 

Q And you carried it out? 

A No. 

Q No? 

A What I was doing physically, and how I was feeling 
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spiritually are two different things. 

Q Bid you go to anyone in the Hartford Chapter and 
gay, "Spiritually I need some guidance, I need some help"? 

MR. GARRY i If your Honor please, we have 
covered this time and time and time again over 
the period of the last day and a half. 

THE COURT: Well, this is a new, new situation 
that's developing, in areas that have been developed 
before but this is something different. 
Go ahead. 
Q MM you participate ~« 

MISS RORABACK: I don't think there's an 
answer to that last question. 

THE WITNESS? I don't remember the last question, 
THE COURT.* Read it, Mr. Reporter. 
(The last question by Mr. Harkle of the witness 
was read by the court reporter.) 
A No. 
BY MR. MABRLE t 

Q Did you participate in the political education class? 
A Part of It. 

Q And you told m that you had dinner there and then 
returned, to the Kirabro apartment? 
A Yes* 
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Q And there you set with Landon Williams, didn't you, 
and Rory Hi the? 
A Yes. 

q And that's functioning normally? You met with those 
people that were there, right? 

A If I remember, no, it wasn't "normal/' 
Q What? 

A It wasn't normal, no. 

Q It wasn't normal to meet with Rory Hi the and Landon 
Williams? 

A That ' s not what I said; It wasn't normal conversa- 

Q It wasn't * 'normal 1 conversation"? Well, you had 
conversation — you didn't mention Rackley, did you ? 

A No. Well, I , ra saying I didn't do very much talking. 

Q You didn't do very much talking? All right. So 
you didn't do very much talking, and normally you do a lot of 
talking, is that it? 

A No. 
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a And when you went on Monday — this is tf!«ht 
after the torture — you. functioned all right when you can 
foackto the Kirsbro apartment, and you took the sisters out 
durinc? the day, during Monday — 

RORABACEj X»r* sorry , if your Jionor 
please , J insist that that question is highly 
compound already, and I think it has — 

THR CWJWs You're naking a speech, Hr. Markle. 
HR. T'ARKRSs X*P sorry, your Honor, 1*11 
change it. 
SY MR. MARKLT?: 

0 On Honday, you answer the phone about the 
Bobby r>eale rally? 
A Yes. 

0 And that was a normal function, \*asn*t it? 
A It \mn normal. 

Q And you had plannod to t<ike that position and 
answer that phone concerning that rally for a long time, 
before Mr. Seal© canto? 

A I had planned to take the position of answering 
the phono? 

Q Yes. 

A I ?o. 

Q Uad you ordered some other sister to take care of 
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the phone? 

A X didn't order people to do things. 
Q Well •••«» 

HXSfi R0RARA.CK ; f*w sorry — 

HB« GA&RVs I want to hear the question and 
the answer, your Honor. 

THE Cot.m'Jt Read the answer. 

(The court reporter coraplierl, ) 

BY m. HARKLSx 

0 On that day, isn't it a fact that people had hesen 
assigned to do certain things concerning the Seale rally? 

A I suppose they were, 

0 Soi«e people were to sell posters, and set up the 
table, and sone people were to set up security on that day, 
isn't that true? 

A Well, X didn't have anything to do with that. 

Q l*m asking you, isn't it true that people were given 
assignments on that day? 

A. Mot in the morning. 

Q Mot in the looming? 

A Later on, I suppose. 

q Who 

Mies B0SA8*eKt I'm sorry, may X have that read? 
X don't think she finished. 
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0 Wha t tiwcs did you first start to cover the telephone 
on that Monday jnorning? 

A Well, you see, I didn't cover It* X just answered 
it when it rang, you know? 

Q You renained in the kitchen? 

A Did Iremin in the kitchen? 

0 Yes. 

% For a little while. 

Q And then where did yon go? 

A I don't remember. I went out. 

0 And you told us you went out on Party functions? 
A Well, yes. 

0 And you carried out your normal day's activities 
until it came tirae to neet Mr. Seale, isn't that a fact? 
A ?Io. 

Q "No"? You didn't carry out Party functions on the 
street? 

Mb GARRY? Well, just a minute. If your Honor 
please, first he says "normal activities," and 
now he's changing the question, or is it an 
tepll'-'atipn that's being carried over from the last 
one? ' His tone and method are argumentative. 
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f-*^ HR, HMIP'! If your Honor please — 

MR* GAHRYs I'd like to know what he * s doinq* 
THE COtnm overruled* 

MR, H*RKt>E; Might I just state, Mr. Carry — 
THE COtm?: Mo, you don't need to "state 1 * 
anything. I just overruled the objection* 
C?q ahead, f*r. Marie le. 

BY MR. f^ARKLE? 

0 Did you 

ROR&BACKs May the question be answered? 
KS • MfcRXLE: May the question be read? 
Tim COURT! Road it. 
(The court reporter complied.) 

mmmm i <u<3. 

BY HR.. NKRfUSi 

0 And that was on Monday? 
A Yes . 

'Q And on Monday afternoon, you set Mr. Scale, you 
met the oar, did yon ~« 
A Monday, yes. 

0 Monday. And that was a Party function? 
A Yes . 

O And it was normal to meet him, if he were coming 
to town? 
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h It was noriaal to meet Ma, But 1 thought we were 
talking about, my state of mint!, 

Q Well, you were participating in the activities 
around yon, weren't you, at this time? 

A Hot, not — no, not really. 

0 Ho? So when you went to meet Mr . Scale you were 
not participating in those activities? 
A Do. 

0 Sad what was <toiftg on around J!r. Seale? 
I isean, wasn't that the activity for the day, that Mr. Scale 
was coning? 

A That's not the only activity. 

0 What other activity was there? 

ft There are lots of things going on. I mean, liho 
a day is full of activities. 

Q And you went through that day, didn't you, doing 
things? 

h Mot participating. I went thrmgh the day, yes. 
Q "?Tot participating"? That night, when you got to 
your apartment — 

HISS mmBMZ&S She didn*t have a chance to 
answer that last question. 

Tim COURT i Did you get an answer, 
Hr. Reporter? 
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(The coxirfc reports read back the witness 1 
last answer.) 

THtf COXnWt I'll let it stand where it is. 
Put another question . 
Pm* mmhllz Yes , sir. 

BY MS. ?*ARKLE? 

0 That night, v&um you went tn the Scale rally, you 
participated? 

h SO, 

0 Ho? So when yon spoke on that tape you weren't 
participating in the Seal*; rally? 

A I was very detached then. 

Q "Very detached*? And when yon c*ra<» hack to the 
Kirchro apartment and want in to check on your daughter, 
you told us you first walked in and that's this Monday night, 
and yon- cheeked for messages, and that was detached, wasn't 
it? 

ft Yes. 

0 And. then you cheeked your daughter? 
h Yes » 

Q And. then you talked to Peggy Hudgins? 
a Yes . 

0 And that was all detached, had nothing to do with 
any activity? 
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MX nr. RORABACK : T'm sorry , your Honor. 
There are two questions there. 

Tim COURT : Take the first on©. Strike the 
second one. 
BY HK. MARKLK : 

0 That had nothing to do with any activities? 

m$S mmn&CKt no, that was — if your Honor 
please, are we striking that one? 

*8BR COtmTt Strike it all ami! put a new 
question, 
BY HR. MftRKLE* 

0 Did that have anything to do with your normal 
functioning during the day? 
& Checking on ray — - 
Q Checking for the messages. 
A The messages waren * t , but — - 
0. The messages were? 

A Checking on the messages weren't, but — - 
0 Was not? I can't hear. 

(The court reporter read back the last answer.) 
MISS SORARACKt She hadn't finished the answer. 
ftfS WTtmmt But checking with Peggy, and 
looking at Hal was about the only thing I did that 
wasn't detached. 
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Q MM than you 14 ft and you went back out in the 
car and y-;si joined Seal© and the other people? 

0. And you weren't with it at that stage? 
A With it? 

THE COURTS I don't know -what "with it™ weans. 

BY HR. MARKLE: 

9 You wore detached at that stage? 
li Tes, 

THE COURT: Maybe I do, but I don't know 
whether the Supreme Court will or not, if it ever 
gets, there. 

MR. H&KK&Ss l*m sorry , your Honor, you're 
right. 
BY MR. HARKLfi: 

0 And you were detached v?hen. you got in the car, 
right? 

A Yes . 

0 And you didn't relate to things around you? 
A Mo. 

0 Bnt you oan tell we that Mr. HUliard was in the 
car? you had no problems recalling that? 
A ?'?o„ 
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A 

q You had no problera recalling I«andon Williams was 
in that car? 

A Correct. 

0 That Hory aithe was in that car? 

a y«b. 

0 And David Brothers was in. that oar? 

h YetS . 

Q And Bobby Seale v?as in that car? 
A Yea . 

. 0 And there was an unknown male in that car? 
A Yes . 

p 0 And no problem with that at all? 

A (tJo response.) 
0 Arid you have — li that right? 
A Yes. 

Q And you haveno problem recalling that you did not 
talk to anyone about the tape or the torture or the holding 
of Mr. Hackley? 

A That *s correct. 

0 In. spite of the fact that that waa the reason for 
your depression? 

m m GARRY t That 1 !? argumentative, "In spite 
of the fact." 
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THE COURT: 1 will let that stand. 

9RS ItffitiSii Well, the things you just stated 
show, you know, exactly what I'm saying. 

JMRR. MARKLEs Might she he directed to answer 
that "Yes" or "Ho"? 

TBI enters Ho, I'll let her answer stand, 
just what it is. 

Will you read it, Mr. Reporter. 

MISS ROT? ABACK ? Could we have the question and 
answer? 

MR /5ARRY: The question and answer, your Honor? 
THE COURT- Read both. 

(The last two questions by Mr. Marfcl© of the 
ifitness, and the answers of the witness, were read 
by the court reporter.) 

m. WU9QKUM All right, 

BY m* MARKM3: 

n And is it not a fact that you testified that the 
reason you did not call Elaine Brown if? because you felt 
the telephones were tapped? 

a That's one of the reasons, yes. 

Q hn& isn't, it a fact that if they had been tapped 
and you. had told — tapped by whora did you figure? 

A Well, I don't know whether I could pinpoint it. 
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There are lots of ways phones can be tapped. 
) O Well, who did you feel n®M tapping the phone? 

A Sasm part of the Government. 
Q Sora© part of the Govern .uent? 
A Yes. 

O So wouldn't that have brought to the attention of 
sone authorities the fact that this man had been tortured, 
was lying there dying, and had a chance of dying, so that he 
could have been saved, and «onldn r t you hwo told the story 
then and there, that yon had no part of it, and you needed 
help, and you were appealing to Elaine Brown to get you this 
help? 

i mss vomBhCKt 1 think Mr. Harkle is trying 

to mm up at this point. 

MP. HftftS&8f 1 arn not. I are asking a guestio. 
MR. GAHRYs making a speech, too. 

TiTF, COUIT? • X will sustain the obiection. 



u 



(Page 



follows - no omission) 
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BY MR, MARKLE: 

Q Would not that have helped Alex Rackley? 
A No* 

Q You didn't feel It would? 

A 1 had the feeling that people, who were tapping \ 

t 

the phones, were helping to kill or hurt Alex Rackley. 

MR. MARKLE: Might we have that read, your 
Honor? 

THE COURTS It may be read, 
(The last answer of the witness was read by 
the court reporter.) 
BY MR. MARKLE: 

\ Q You felt that there was some plot afoot at that 

time to kill Alex Rackley in the Panther headquarters , is 
that what you are telling us? 

A 0$o response . ) 

Q Can you answer that? 

A Ho* 

Q Are you telling me you felt Alex Rackley had been 
sent in there as a police agent ? 
A No. 

Q Did you feel that he was a police officer? 
A I didn't hear you. 

Q Did you feel Alex Rackley was a police officer? 
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A Ko B 

Q Elaine Brown held what position at that time in 
the Panther Party? 

A I don't know. 

Q But she did hold a position, didn't she ? 

HISS RORABACK: I'm sorry, I didn't hear the 
first part of the question. 

Ml. MARKLE: I asked her what position Elaine 
Brown held in the Party. 

THE WITNESS; I don't know. 

BY MR. MARKLE: 

q You don't know? 
A No. 

Q This close and good friend of yours , Elaine Brown , 
you did not know what ~ 

MR. GARRY: Argumentative in its very nature. 
THE COURT j Sustained. 

BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q You didn't know, in May of 1969, what position 
Elaine Brown ~» 

MR. GARRY: It's been asked and answered 
three times. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

THE WITNESS: No, I didn't. I didn't care. 
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BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q And you say that you never ordered anyone to do 
anything, Is that right? 

THE COURT: I don't know what Chat means , Mr, 
Markle. 
BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q You said, in response to a question by Miss Rora~ 
back, that, "I don't order people to do things"? 
A Right. 

Q And in point of fact, didn't you order Maude Francis 
to do something? 

A No, I didn't. 
Q You didn't? 
A No. 

Q And so if Maude Francis said that — 
MR. GARRtf: Just a minute. 

How, what she says is completely irrelevant. 
THE COURT: He didn't even finish. 
MR. GARRY: But I know what he is going to say. 
THE COURT: Let him finish. 

MR. GARRY: Well, I can almost tell you what he 
is going to say, 

THE COURT: Put the question on the table, and 
you make your objection. 
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BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q You heard Maude Francis testify? 
A I heard her? 

Q You heard her testify that the order to sleep with 
Warren -« » to sleep with Alex Raekley was made in the presence 
of you and Warren Kirabro ? 

A Did I hear her say that? 

Q Yes. 

A Yes. 

Q And isn't that a fact what happened ? 
A No. 

Q That's not a fact? 
A No, it's not a fact. 

Q So, in other words » you went over and told her 
that she was to get information from Alex Raekley? 
A Yes. 

A Yes. 

Q And did you tell her why? 

A I don't remember if I did or not. 

Q Didn't you, in fact , tell her that it was felt he 
was an informer and they wanted that information? 

A I could have. 

Q You could have? 
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A Yes . 

Q And so you were giving her am assignment, weren't 

you? 

A No. I was asking her to do something. 
Q You were asking her to do something? 
A Yes. 

Q And you had argued with George Sams just before that 
as to why it was necessary, hadn't you? 
A Yes. 

Q And he told you, "Don't ask questions* follow orders , " 
A Yns. 

Q ~* is that right? 
A Yes. 

Q And you were following orders"? 
A His . 

Q And you didn't even know what position he held at 
that time? 

A Ho. 

Q You just followed orders because he was there, is 

that right ? 

A And because I feared him. 

Q Isn't it a fact that you followed orders because he 
had been brought down there by Landon Williaras , and you knew 
he was under Landon Williams, isn't that a fact? 
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A No. 

Q that * s not a fact? 

ME. GARRY: It * s bean asked and answered. 
THE WITNESS; No. 

BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q You never knew he was under Landon Williams — 
ME. GARRY: Objection. 
THE COURT; Sustained. 

BY MR. MARKLE : 

Q Did you ever ask Landon Williams who George Saras 
was, at any time? 

MR. GARRY: This has been covered extensively. 
THE COURT: You are going far beyond mm s Mr* 
Markle, beyond the redirect examination. It was 
all covered on your original cross. 

MR. MARKLE: All right, I will just ask you 
this final question. 
BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q When you trade that tape, when you made that tape 
recording, when you were trying to please George Sara*; , didn't 
yon end that tape recording by saying* "Okay. So, that 
basically what happened with Brother Alex and he* a going to 
begin to tell us what , you know , what 1 s really going on. You 
see. We have to know this." Didn't you end that tape that way? 
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(Indicating) 
A Yes. 

Q Ami that's what you were interested in? 
A 

Q No? 

A (So response.) 

MR. MARXLE: I have no farther questions, 
your Honor. 

THE COURT: Do you have any, Miss Roraback? 
MISS RORABACK: A couple, your Honor. 

REDIRECT E XAMIHATg)H_BY..MISS RORABACK: 

Q Was that what George Saras was interested in? 
A Yes • 

Q Only one other question, Mrs. Huggins. You said 
earlier, in the course of Mr. Markle's questioning, that you 
were harmed by George Saras, or harmed by the .43 that he was 
holding. Can you tell me what you meant by that? 

A That all the things that he w«s doing was making rae 
more depressed. 

MISS RORABACK: I have no other questions. 
MR. GARRY: Ho questions, your Honor. 
THE COURT: Mr. Markle. 

MR. MARKLE : I have no further questions. 
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\Jr ta,-J JLti s 

THE COURT; You may step down. 

(The witness was excused . ) 

TliE COURT: Ladies and. gentlemen, we will 
take our morning recess. 

(The jury was excused at 11; 28 A.M.) 

MR. GARRY : May we approach the bench, your 
Honor? 

THE COURT: All right. 

(Discussion at the Bench between Court and 
counsel*) 

THE COURT: Counsel, would you return for a 
taoment ? 

(Discussion at the Bench between Court and 
counsel.) 

THE COURT: All right, we will clear the 
courtroom, Sheriff, so that counsel can have a 
conference with their clients. 

(The court recessed at 11:30 A.M.) 



(The court reconvened at 12:05 P.M.) 

THE COURT: All set, counsel? 

MISS RORABACK: Yes. 

MR. GARRY s Yes. 

THE COURT: Call the jury. 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 12:06 P.M. ) 
THE COURTi Miss Roraback. 

MISS RORABACK: The defendant, Ericka Hugglns , 
rests, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Mr. Garry. 

MR. GARRY: The defendant , Bobby G. Scale, rests 
your Honor. 

THE COURT: Mr. Markle. 

MR. MARKLE: Your Honor, might I have a day to 
call witnesses from out of state? 

Representations have been made that certain 
things would happen and they haven't. 

THE COURT: Tomorrow morning? 

MR. MARKLE : Yes, that will give rae enough time. 

THE COURT: Tomorrow morning, 10:00 o'clock. 

All right, ladies and gentlemen. You are going 
to get out early today. You should be happy about it 
I am going to excuse you now until 10:00 o'clock 
tomorrow miming. 
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Anyone who cares to go to lunch, the sheriff 
will arrange that for you. If not, go directly 
about your business. 

Of course, what I have said previously is even 
snore important now. Stay away from any news stories 
on the radio or television and in the press, maga- 
z incs , periodicals, anything pertaining to this case 
or the Panther Party or any of the principals of 
that Party or anything even remotely concerned with 
this ease and, of course, again we wait until all 
the evidence is in before; wo do any discussing about 

Have a good day all. See you tomorrow morning 
at 10:00 o'clock. 

You are excused. 

(The jury was excused at 12:08 P.M. ) 

MR. GARRY: Can we have lunch with our clients? 

THE COURT* I don't sec why not. 

All right . We will prepare to adjourn court 
no, we won't adjourn court. 

We will clear the courtroom, sheriff. 

Mr. Seal©, remain where you are, and Mrs. 
Huggins , stay where you are. We will arrange to 
have lunch. 



MR 8 GARRY: Until It 301 

THE COURT: All right, 1:30. 

(Tha court recessed at 12; 10 P.M.) 
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MORNING SESSION 
Friday, May 14, 1971 

(The court opened at 10:05 A.M.) 
THE COURT: Good morning, everyone. 
All set, counsel? 
MjR.o MAKKtiJb* i Yes $ s xir • 

Before the jury comes in, your Honor, I'd like 
to make an offer of proof. I'd like to offer the 
transcript of — I'd like to move that the Court 
give me permission to reopen my case and put in the 
transcript of Mr. Seale's testimony with the deletion 
of any reference to Mrs. Muggins , particularly that 
with reference to the transcript that stated that 
he was at the premises on that occasion. 



There were two representations made to the 
Court at that particular moment in the trial in the 
transcript that Mr. Scale would take the stand. 
And the offer at that time was crucial to the State's 
case . 

MR. GARRY : I can't — 
THE COURT: Could 1 see the transcript? 
MR. GARRY : I can't — I can't imagine a more 
dishonest statement. 

THE COURT: Now, just a minute , please. There 
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is no jury here . Just relax. 

Do you have that transcript? 

MR* MARKLE : I don't have it right here. 
It's Page 2179. 

THE COURT: No, I don't mean that transcript. 
I mean the transcript of what was said here. 

MR. MARitLE: Yes. We introduced it in evi- 
dence, it's an exhibit, yes, sir. And I also have 
the transcript — 

MR. GARRY: He's not even listening to you. 

THE COURT: The transcript of what was said 
at the time an offer was made previously concerning 
the witness' testimony. 

MR. MARKLE : I don't have it here. 

MR. GARRY: I can tell you exactly what was 

said. 

THE COURT: I didn't ask you that. I said, 
do either one of you have it? 

MR. GARRY: No, I do not. 

MISS RORABACK: No, I do not. 

THE COURT: Would you see if you can get it, 
Mr. Markle? 

MR. MARKLE: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: Everyone is so touchy this morning. 
Relax. 
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*4R. MARKLEs Iff I can be excused? Maybe I can 
find it fa st or. 

Tour Honor wish to examine it? 
thb courts Yes. 

(The transcript was handed up to tlK* Court*} 
THU COURT* All right. 

Hem, Mr. Markle, you're asking for permission 
to reopen your ease, is that correct? 

WU RARKLBs Yes*, sir. 

THE COURTs I deny your motion. 
. , MR. KARKLEs Might I state on. the record the 
page, fetafi exact page that I had in Hind, your Honor. 

THE COURTs So that, the record is clear, and 
the reason? 

MR. And the authority. 

mm COURT? Ho. Ml your action is now, ia 
for permission to reopen your case? 

MR. MARKLE* And to put in the transcript. 

THE COURT i I'll deny your motion for permission 
to reopen. 

Nov; , what do you want to do now? 

m» MARKLE: I would like to go the next step, 
your Honor, and then claim that this testimony 
would be particularly with reference to Page 2113 



ami 2114 of the transcript , 1 would ask permission 
to put that into evidence as an inconsistent state- 
ment as against what Hiss -~ I believe it was 
Valerie fftilte stated. 

In that the testimony was that, the witness 
was asked: "Did you cro** 

THE COURT: Those page fifflfamxQ you're 
referring to are contained in what? 

MR. MW£S* The exhibit that was marked for 
identification, the transcript through Mr. Lyman. 

TUT, COURT? You better refer to it, if you 
want to keep yourself straight on the record. 

MR. MARKLEt All right. 

rm court s M w"? 

MR. RfcRKLEs Ho, sir, it would, be — "W for 
Identification*'? 

THE CLF.nxt I'm sorry? 

THE courts Is that right, nr. Clerk? 

THE CLERK i Yes, your Honor, double "V s in the 
State against Seale only. 
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HR. HARKTjE t All right. In that case, your 
Honor , that particular exhibit states that, 

n O Just answer the question. Did it ito there? 
— weaning the car. And fc!\e answer was, "Yes , it 
wound up there* 

"0. Did you get out of the car? 

h%*mme by Mr. Scale was "Yea." 

A question was asked, "Q What did you do then 
after you got out of: the car?" This is on Pago 
2114. And the reply was, "I walked up in front of 
the Mew Haven office what they call the New Haven 
office, that place there. Then X argued — talked— 

And then he comes on to say that, "Hold on 
just a taowent" — ttr» Koskoff said. a If I showed 
you this picture, would you recollect the building 
at all?" And, 

*HR# KOSKOFF: Showing the witness State 8 a 
Exhibit three M*s." 

And the answer was, B *lo« " 

K Q In other words, it was night and you 
probably wouldn't have recognised it? 

"A No, X don't. 

n Q How many places do you go to in the 
course of a year, or did you at that tine?" 



X don * t claita this, your Honor, I'ra just 
claiming that part that has relevance — 

TUB COURT: Do you have the page number? 

MR. mmiLEt Yes, 2113, and 2X14. 

X claim that the most significant part is, 
"X walked up in front of the Sew Haven office — 
what they call the New Haven office, that place there. 
Then X argued — talked — That 1 -** the nature of 
my offer, your Honor. X claim that's admissible, 
and had nothing to do with the proof — 

miss wnmhCK% mil — 

MR. MAPXhEi A representation was isade, as a 
matter of fact on Page 2179, "X will object to 
anything out of context. 

"If the whole thing goes in, fine, I don't 
obi ect to it, except what we referred to, but the 
rest of it, if it goes in, X are going to object to 
it. 

"Mr. Sealc will be here to testify. He will 
have aople time to eress-exandne. I might as well 
tell him, he will testify.* 

Your Honor said, "X a*a going to stick to my 
ruling." 

On the nature of that, X would offer it at this 
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time, a, on the motion to reopen ray case* and 
b, on. a prior inconsistent statement. , inconsistent 
to what Kiss Vffang —» or what Wins white testified 
to — Miss White. 

THI? COUPTj That's your offer of proof? 

HR. MAKXLBs That • 3 ray offer of proof. 

THE COURT s How, whore do you proceed? Are 
yo\j ready to proteed? 

Nli.. ?1ARKLEs Your Honor is overruling — 
your Honor is not allowing mo «— 

THE COURT i I've denied your motion for permission 
to reopen your case. That's the end of it. I was 
letting you put in your offer of proof. 

nn» MK^KXiEt May I take an exception, your 
lienor? 

THE COURTS Exception may be noted. 
Ready to proceed now? 
MR. HWfKLEj Yes, I am, your Honor. 
THE CWJWi All right, call the jury. 
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(The jury entered the courtroom at 10:25 A.M.) 
THE COURT: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. 
All right , Mr. Markle. 

MR. MARKLE : Mr . Ghent. 



PAUL GHENT, 
of Pepperridge Road, Portland, Connecticut, 
having been called as a witness by the State, 
was duly sworn and testified as follows : 



DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. MARKLE; 

Q Mr. Ghent, in May of 1969, were you employed by 
anyone ? 

A Yes, I was. 
Q And by whona? 

A Pratt & Whitney Aircraft, East Hartford, Connecticut. 

Q And were you in charge of the records that were kept 
in the regular course of business, and I have reference to 
time cards ? 

A Yes, I was. 

Q And were those time cards did you have in your 
employ at that time .i Mr. Gauthier? 
A Yes, we did. 
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/~~) Q And you have his time cards with you? 

A I do. 

Q And were those time cards kept in the regular 
course of business? 

A Yes g they were. 

Q And was it the regular course of business to keep 
those time cards ? 

A It was. 

Q And were those tirae cards made in and about the 

time of the transaction? 

A They were. 

Q Now, directing your attention to May 18, 1969, a 

{ 1 „ A 

Sunday, — 

A Correct. 

Q ~- do you have a time card for Mr. Gauthier? 
A I do. 

MR. MARKLE: I would offer that, your Honor. 

MR. GARRY: I object to it upon the grounds 
that it's a collateral matter, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Do you want to look at it first 
before you object? 

(Mr. Markle handed the documents referred to 
to counsel.) 

( J MISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, I wonder 



Ghent - direct 3331 

if the reporter could read the question and answer 
relating to the Identification by the witness of 
these two papers , the proffered exhibit. I believe 
it' s the last question and answer. 

THE COURT: Read the last question and answer. 

(The last question by Mr. Markle. of the witness, 
and the answer of the witness, were read by the 
court reporter.) 

MISS RORABACK: I'm sorry, Mr. Reporter, I 
thought there was reference to May 18th, or was that 
the prior question? 

THE COURT: I think that was the opening ques- 
tion, as I recall it, "Do you have the time cards 
for May 18th for Mr. Gauthier?" 

EXAMINATION BY MISS RORABACK: 

Q Mr. Ghent, what you produced were two sheets of 
paper, Is that correct? 

A Correct . 

Q Which are copies of — I believe are copies of your 
time cards? 

A Yes. 

Q These are not the original time cards? (Indicating) 
A They are not. They are certified copies. 



MA2— 4 
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q And it covers , does it not, two weeks of time, is 



A It does , right . 

MISS RORABAGK: I. have no other questions. 
I have no other questions at this time, your 
Honor. 

THE COURT: Is there any objection? 
MR. GARRY: I haven't seen them. 
THE COURT: Well, they have been on the table 
there for five minutes. 

Show them to Mr. Garry. 

MR. MARKLE: Surely, your Honor. 

(The documents referred to were handed to Mr. 



Garry by Mr. Markle.) 

MR. GARRY: We have no objection. 
THE COURT: Miss Roraback? 
MISS RORABACK: No. 

THE COURT; All right , triple A, and can you 
put a paper clip on them, Mr. Clerk, and mark it. 

MR. GARRY: I would like to ask him some ques- 
tions on it. 

THE COURT: Well, concerning the admission or 
what? You have already said you have no objection. 

MR* GARRY: I have no objection, but I would 



that what you are saying? 
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like some clarification. 

THE COURT: We* 11 get to that. Let's get it 
marked first of all. 

(The documents referred to were received in 
evidence as STATE'S EXHIBIT AAA.) 

KISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, — 

MR. GARRY : May we be heard on this matter 
outside the presence of the jury? 

THE COURT: Wait a minute. 

Arc you withdrawing your no objection? 

MR. GARRY : Yes. 

THE COURT: The jury is excused. 

(The jury was excused at 10:35 A.M.) 
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THE COURT: All right , who wants to be heard? 

MISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, if my 
notes are correct «- and I have not read the testi- 
mony of Mr. Gouthier in detail — I believe that 
Mr. Karkle asked Mr. Gouthier on cross -examination 
what shift he was working and where he was working 
and so forth, and I also believe that the offer 
being made here is to contradict that testimony. 

Mow , ya I understood your Honor's prior rulings 
in connection with certain testimony we offered in 
our defense ease, we were told that we were stuck 
with the questions of the witnesses on cross -exaraina 
tton, and I think that , similarly, Mr. Markle is 
stuck with that testimony and, for that reason, this 
exhibit is inadmissible. 

THE COURT: My recollection is that Mr. Karkle 
asked him where he worked, in what plant. I don't 
have any recollection at all concerning hours. 

MISS RORABACK: 2482 of the transcript, as I 
said — and I don't have it here — I believe Mr. 
Markle asked him what shift he was working and he 
said 3:30 to 12:00, and at another point he said he 
left for work — this was on Sunday afternoon — 
had to leave before 3:30 in order to get to work. 
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Both of those bits of testimony were on cross- 
examination. I think Mr. Markle is a tuck with the 
answers now. 

MR. MARKLE : Are they finished'? 

Does your Honor want a reference? 

THE COURT: I'm not a are if they are or not. 

Do you have anything you want to say, Mr. Garry? 

MR. GARRY : No, I just go along with the same 
point. 

All of these questions of shifts and so forth 
came up on cross-examination, and in our gutting of 
the transcript, it shows that. We don't actually 
have the transcript with us now, but we can show 
the citation. 

MR. MARKLE: Page 2418, Miss Roraback asked a 
question about the conversation of Sams with Mr. 
Gouthier. 

MR. GARRY J All that had to do with the fact 
that the witness was getting papers to sell and got 
into a conversation with Sams, who asked him if he 
knew the Ten Point Program, tried to take his sun- 
glasses away from him, and Sams was yelling at a 
girl in the next room. That's the gutting we have 
on it. 
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MR. MARKLE : Does your lienor want to see how 
that reacts and why the 3 : 30 becomes important be- 
cause , if your Honor does, I have the transcript 
here* 

THE COURT: Do you have the cross-examination., 
Mr. Markle » of Mr. Gouthier t 
MR. fflXXSMt Yes, I do. 
THE COURT: Let me see it, will you. 
MR. MARKLE: Yes. 

Can I direct your attention to 24 19 where he 
says he didn't have time to do something with Mr. 
Saras because he had to go to work at 3:30 and then 
hung around, and that's the nature of the reason why 
it was opened on direct. 

MISS RORABACK: It seems to be a highly col- 
lateral issue, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Let rae see it. 

(Transcript handed to Court.) 

KISS RORABACK: Could I give your Honor two 
citations on the cross, as well, when you are ready 
for them. 

THE COURT: 2419 is the direct? 

MR. MARKLE : That's the direct. 

If your Honor please, could I also direct your 
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Honor's attention to 24 17 , wherein Gouthier stated 
he also went to the office before he went to work 
in the. afternoon. That's the day that he met Saras . 

THE COURT : Did you have some pages you wanted 
to refer tae to? 

MISS RORABACK: Yes, 2482 and 2492. 

THE COURT: I will overrule the objection. 

MISS RORABACK : If your Honor please, I would 
like to make certain statements for the record . 
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THE COURTS Yes* 

MISS KOHABACK: I would appreciate it if I 
could actually look at the pager, of it in connection 
with this. 

TBB COtfeSH Look at Pages 2417, 2419, 2482 and 
2492? 2417, 2419 are on direct, and 2432, 2492 are 
on cross. 

MISS ROfeABACKs Thank you, your Honor . 

For the record, I am now referring to Parr© 24532 
of the transcript of this trial. Mr. Marfcle on his 
cro«s-©j<ardna tion of Hr* Gouthier asked Mm questions 
about whore he was working and on what shift and 
so forth, and the witness said he was working the 
second shift fron 3s 30 to 12;00. Again, at Page 
2492, Mr. Harkie asked the witness, "And where did 
you go to work?" "Pratt S Whitney Aircraft." 
This? ins shortly after 3t00 o'clock and, again, it 
was that Sunday — I'm sorry — yes, that Sunday, 
May 18th. 

How, if I understand the law, nunber one, 
Mr. Markl© has asked these-) questions on cross- 
examination* As your Honor ruled previously in 
connection with certain questions concerning George 
Bans which I asked on cross-examination, I was 
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unable to than produce a witness on behalf of my 
client to testify as to facts which contradicted 
the testimony of that witness r the testimony 
which 1 had elicited on cross-examination and , 
as X understand the law — althouoh X took exception 
to it, I abided by your Honor's ruling — X think 
the same situation holds here. 

X would also like to point out to the Court 
that a witness can't, be cross-examined on collateral 
matters for the taere purpose of afterwards 
contradicting the witness and discrediting hiw, 
and X would cite your lienor to the case of Spiro 
verus r'itkin, 72 Conn. 202 , and Johnson versus 
Palomba Company, 114 Conn. 108. 

Once Mr. Markle did this on cross-examination r 
once h«5 attempted to elicit contradictions by way 
of cross-examination, I do not think he can now come 
back and with independent evidence on hi a rebuttal 
case , attempt to attack a witness on a collateral 
issue, and I would submit to your Honor that this 
is improper and X think that it is also inconsistent 
with your Honor's rulings as far as the defendants 
were concerned when we attempted to introduce 
evidence contradicting testimony that a witness had 
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given on cross-examination in the prosecution case. 

THK COURT i T will adhere to ay ruling 
overruling the objections — 

MR. GAPRYj Hay I -~ 

HXSB RORAJ/ACK t I want to take an exception , 
if ?!r. Garry will give mo a moment. 

THE COURT : Everyone is in such a rush today. 
Don*t rush. 

I will adhere to ray ruling overruling the 
objections. This is not the sa^o situation cited 
by Hiss Roraback. On two instances on direct 
examination, the fact is that this man was working 
and he went to work at 3 $30 in the afternoon was 
referred to. 

All right. 

tm a GARRY i May an exception be noted* 
THE COURT ? Exceptions may be noted for both 
parties • 

Lett me see if it is marked properly. 
It is AAA in the Seals case and XX in the 
Iluggins case. 

THE CTJBRRt I >■<>- .love it is YY. 
mm COURTS YY. 
Now, Mr. Gam- . 
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m.. {SAURY s My objection is that we should 
have the original tine sheet that this man signed 
on that particular day or punched his time sheet, 
as this is something that has been condensed and 
recapitulated and, for that reason, T an going 
to object to it. 

If he has the original there, I would like to 
see it. 

THE COUITS: Do you? 

THE WITNESS* Yes, I do. 

HS» GARRY; May I see the tine sheet that 
was filed that day? 

*BR GDfoj&i I take it,you are offering the 
original, but you are requesting counsel, if the 
offer is admitted, that the substitute be put in 
so they can take their original records back? 

I4n, MKBOOVBt Yes, pursuant to the conpany 1 ® 
request. 

MP, GARRY: Well, what 1 was asking for was the 
time sheet that he punched on Sunday, not something 
that has been recapped for the whole week* 

This is only a recap. This isn't something 
that the witness himself has done. . 

This — what I thought he had was the original 



Ghent - direct -> 3 ^ 2 

timet sheet that be punched when ho went to work 
that Sunday. 

THE WITNESS* These are the originals , your 
Honor . 

The xsm- picks this up personally ant! punches 
personally. Every ring on there, the man has done 
himself. He. uses the sacie card tally for in and 
out ringg and in and out for lunch rinqs. 
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MR. GARRY : Very well, your Honor. 
I would like to voir dire the witness in 
the presence of the jury. 

THE COURT: Voir dire him? 

You mean you want to ask questions on cross- 
examination:* 

MB* GARRY : Mot on cross* 
Before it goes in. 

THE COURT: I already ruled and admitted it, 
Mr. Garry. 

MR. GARRY: Well, 1 asked your Honor not to do 
it until I had an opportunity — 

THE COURT: Well, Miss Roraback asked all the 
questions, you said you had none, and then you said 
you wanted to ask him some questions, and I said, 
"Of course, you may, on cross-examination. " 

MR. GARRY: Very well. 

THE COURT: These are the original records. 
You're satisfied with that? 

MR. GARRY: I'm satisfied with what he said. 
THE COURT: All right. 
All right r call the jury. 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 10: 58 A.M.) 
MR. MARKLE : Thank you, your Honor. 
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bi mr. mmxMt 

Q Showing you Triple A and YY, Stale's Exhibit , is 
that an exact reproduction of the original time card, the 
green one? (Indicating) 

A Yes ,, they are, 

Q And it's your company < s policy to keep the original? 
A Xti is © 

Q So what you are handing me, or what I have here in 
my hand as an exhibit, are copies, exact copies, of the time 
cards? (Indicating) 

A Exact copies, correct. 
Q And how 

THE COURT: Wait a minute. Let's get this 
squared away. 

Is there any objection to the white papers , 
the copies, being put in evidence rather than the 
original green cards? 

HISS RORABACK: I have no objection to a sub- 
stitution. 

THE COURT: Just for that purpose only. 
MISS RORABACK: For that purpose. 
MR. GARRY: The only caveat that I have is 
that the certified copy is not legible in many areas. 
If it can be retraced, so it can be read, I have no 
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objection to conforming with it. 

I have difficulty reading it. 

THE COURT: Would you point out to him — 

MR. GARRY: 1 have no object ion to it. 

THE COURT: To the copy being substituted for 
the original? 

MR. GARRY: Yes. 

THE COURT: All right. 

MR. GARRY: But I would like to have the original 
so I. can cross-examine him. 

THE COURT: It will be here. 
All right, go ahead , Mr. Markle. 

BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q And how are those time cards made, sir, by the 
employee? How are the indentations or marks on the time cards 
made? 

A Well, there are time clocks throughout the factory, 
and when a man comes in, there is a rack right next to the 
time clock » and he takes — he uses the same time card and 
same clock for every punch. The card is in a rack next to 
the time clock, and when he comes in, he takes his own time 
card every day and inserts it in the clock, and the ring indi- 
cates the time and day has been punched. 

Q And directing your attention to the day of May 18, 
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1969, what time did Mr . Gouthier — what shift was Mr. Gouth- 

ier on, according to those cards? 

A On May 18th, he was working the third shift. 

Q What hours would that be? 

A From midnight until 7:00 in the rooming. 

Q And what time did he check in on May 18th? 

A On May 18th, his card, ia punched at 11:51. 

Q That's P.M.? 

A P.M. 

Q And what tUm did he check out'' 

A He checked out at 7:00 A.M. 

Q And that would be 7:00 A.M. on the 19th? 

A May 19th, Monday morning, correct. 

Q And on May 19 th, in the evening hours , did he check 
back in? 

A No, he did not. 

Q And then he did not check out on the rooming of May 
20th either? 

A I have no rings at all for the day of May /0th. 

Q And the next entry is when? 

A Is 12:09 p or 12:00 o* clock that evening. 

Q And on what evening is this? 

A 20th. 

Q 12:09 on the night of the 20th he checked in? 
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A Correct. 

Q And what time did he check out? 

MISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, we are 
now getting well beyond the area of Mr. Gouthier's 
testimony. It seems to me it is sort of irrelevant. 
THE COURT: No. 

MISS RORABACK; I assume Mr. Markle is claim- 
ing it for that — 

THE COURT: The entire card is in evidence. 
I will overrule the objection. 

BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q Can you tell me what time he then checked out? 
A On 7:00 A.M. on Wednesday morning. 

MR. MARKLE t Thsnk you. 

I have no further questions. 

Thank you. 

MISS RORABACK: No questions. 
MR. GARRY: I have just one or two questions, 
Mr. Ghent. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION B Y MR. GARRY: 

Q Now, this card No. 182403 that's written on here, 
does that show how many hours Mr. Gouthier worked on that 
day? (Indicating) 
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A Oft the right-hand margin. The timekeeper goes 
around and adds — he punches up and accumula tes the time 
manually on the side. (Indicating) 

Q Is there; a figure after Sunday at lis 51? 

A Mo, there is not. 

Q And why not? 

A Because there was no time worked on. this particular 
Sunday. 

Q In other words, Mr. Gouthier dldn*t work Sunday at 

all? 

A According to this record, no. 

Q Now, do you know whether Mr. Gouthier carae there 
that afternoon to work and was sent home? 
A I do not. 

Q Now, the next entry of his work is when? This is 
on card No. 182403. (Indicating) 

A Correct . The record indicates that he clocked in 
at 11:51 P.M. on the Sunday in question. 

Q And he worked until Monday morning? 

A Correct . 

Q Until what time? 

A 7:00 A.M. 

Q 7:00 A.M.? 

A Yes. 
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Q And he worked eight hours that day? 
A That's correct. 

Q And I note in here that that, week he worked 60 hours . 
Where does the 60 hours come in? 

A On what week are you questioning? 

q The week that I just asked you about, the week end- 
ing 5/25/69. 

A He worked how many hours? 

Q Doesn't that say 60, weekly total? 

A No, that's not. These are the hours worked right 
here. (Indicating) 

Q What is the weekly total of 60 mean? 

A It's a code that Pratt & Whitney uses for the shift 
benefit that is paid to the employees . 

Q I see. It has nothing to do with the week? 

A Correct . 

Q Why isn't there a weekly total on the week ending 
5/18/69? 

A Because there were no adjustments made to the man's 
time. He worked a complete week of eight hours per day, 
therefore, receiving a full benefit of the third shift rate, 
and the code is on the card you have in your hand there, with 
the adjustment for a full eight hour shift not worked, and, 
therefore, the adjustment is 60 at the bottom of the card. 
(Indicating) 
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MR. GARRY : I have no further questions. 

THE COURT: Is there some part of the exhibit , 
Nr. Garry, that you claira is not legible? 

MR. GARRY: I think with what has been testified 
to, I think it's pretty well understood, except that 
in places here I don't raind the witness retracing what 
he has with the original. 

X have no further questions. 

THE COURT: Anything too light, can you straighten 
it out? 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

THE COURT: You have no objection either, Miss 
Roraback? 

MISS RORABACK: So, your Honor. 

MR. GARRY: I have no further questions, your 
Honor. 

THE COURT: All right. 

Mr. Markle, do you have any questions? 

MR. MARKLE: No, sir. 

Might I pass the card around, your Honor? 
THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. MARKLE: I have no further questions. 
THE COURT: Anything further? 
(There was no response.) 
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THE COURTS You may step down. 
(The witness was excused* ) 

(the exhibit referred to was banded to the jury.) 
MR, KARKLE; Thank you, Mr. Ghent. 
THE COURT i All right, Mr. Markle. 
MR. HASKLEj Thank you. 
Mr. Derapsey. 
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J & M E 8 F e D E M P S E 

residing at 101 Hill Plain Road , Br an ford, Connecticut, 
having been called as a witness on rebuttal by the 
State, was duly sworn and testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION , BY MR. fW*KLE.; 

0 Wr» Dompsey, in May of 196*1, were you eiaployed by 
anyone? 

A Yes . 

0 And whom were you employed, by? 

h Pratt 8 Whitney Aircraft, in the North H;3ven plant, 
o And in what, capacity? 
ft Personnel Supervisor, 

0 And as such r did you have control of the absence 
and lateness records of one Craig §, Gouthier? 

h I have charge of the absence, lateness records of 
terminated employees, once they have terminated. 

q to# are they .kept in the regular course of business? 

A Yes, they are, sir. 

0 And is it kept — and is? it the regular course of 
business to keep then? 
fa Yes , 

Q And are they aade at or about the tine of the 
event? 
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A Pardon me? 

) 

0 And are they made at or about the time of the 
event? 

A Yes, They are jaade at the time. 

Q And do you have hore with you the 'absence and 
lateness record of Mr, nouthier with reference to May 19th, 
I960? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q tfaulfl yen take it out? 

KB, MARKhE; Thank you. 
I'm go inn to offer this, your Honor. 
•THE CODRTs All right, show it to counsel,, 
MX. IS RORABAOKs If your Honor please, in the 
first place, I gather Hr. Martcle i3 only offering 
this lengthy document £or one line, which may, or 
nay not be slightly inconsistent with the prior 
exhibit which he already introduced, state's Exhibit 
in my case "VY. * 

% would object to it. Certainly, all of this 
has no relevance to the testimony. It seems to me 
we are really getting into collateral issues when 
we start burdening down the record with a hunch of 
inconsistent documents to attempt an attack on 
credibility on one minor point of a witness* 
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testimony, 

I think that Mr. Marble is just trying to, 
this its not. rebuttal, yrmr Honor, awl I object to 
this sort of stuffy exfxscially since it's, as far 
as X*ta concerned, the sort of hearsay testimony 
which I have no opportunity to rebut in nny form* 

f*R. GAKRYs I join in that. 
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THB COtlRTt Overrule the objection . 
It may be marked triple "B r n in the Seale case 
and — 

MISS HORAT3ACK t Do X understand that only the 
entry for May 19th, 1969 is being offered, your 
Honor? 

MR, OAT*T»Y t I think your Honor ought to see 

this* 

hiss mnmm&t yos. 

(The document tymm handed to the Court. ) 

Tim COURT t t-That are you claiming on here, 
Mr, Markle? 

MR. MARKLEr t*m claiming the on try of 
"5/19/G9" with reference to Tuesday, which was 
Hay 20th, 

MISS RQKABACKs I*» oorry? 

tt£ DARKLES And it is signed by the employee, 
your Honor. You • 11 note itsays, "5/19 You will 
notice the date indicates, "5/19/69," the data 
that's indicated as the absence under that is a 
Tuesday, and you* 11 notice the remainder of that 
line. That * r> the line that I'm claiming. 

THE COWTj Well, X assume this is the entire 
record concerning these matters insofar as 
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Mr* Gouthiar Is concerned while he worked at 
Pratt i Whitney. I assume that , s why fir, Harkle 
offered it, because it's one document. 

Walk if counsel can agrees that the only, the 
only line that's pertinent to this case is the one 
concerning May 19th, why, that's fine, if you can 
agree on it. But if you can't, the whole thine? 
coes in, that's all. 

MSlt nORABACK: X object to the whole thing, 
your lienor. If he* s offering it for that one 
purpose, it seem to no in some form only that item 
— that's a two or three year record, as I mm it* 

MR. MARKLB: Only IMS to that one lino would 
be the claim, 

SPHK COURT i I understand this if? the way you 
had to do it. 

MR* imHSIiEs Yes, sir. 

THE ttD&Kfrf Mow, they are saying they can agree 
on one line. If you can transpose it in sone 
fashion to a piece of paper and agree that ought to 
go in, being a copy — 

MR. MAftKLB; Does your Honor want to take a 
brief recess? I'll see what I can do, 

THE OOGRfi Is that what counsel are suggesting? 



Dernpney - direct J ' 

KttH BtagBSaCKi £*fa saying I object to the 

offer of that one line, but without —» 

TBI? CfHJfffs Well, I*w ruled on that, 
MISS KCmABACK* that's right, your Honor, 
your Honor will save me an exception on that, 

I trust. 

But as to this particular thing, certainly the 
one line is certainly the only relevant part of it. 

THE COtlPTt All right, -?hv don't you copy the 
one line on a sheet of white paper just exactly the 
way it is here. And then you can have everyone 
compare it and we will substitute, that one line for 
this document, and return this document to Pratt § 
Whitney. 

MP.. ftAPJCLE: Fine. Can we take a brief recess?? 
1*11 do it right away. 

THE cntjvtTi The coffee m here, so this is a 
good tine to have that recess. 

We will have our raorning recess and counsel 
get it straightened out. 

You may step down , sir. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was held, at 11? 20 
A. M.) 
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(The court reconvened at 11:40 A. M. ) 



THE COURTs All 3et, counsel? 

nn. mwsms Yes, sir. 

(The witness resumed the stand.) 
THECOURTr Call the jury. 

(Tim jury entered the courtroom at lis 41 A. M. ) 

THK CBD*¥i All right, Mr. Markle. 

MR. HARKT..E t 7. have showed it to counsel . 

I take it, there is no objection, 

TMF COURT? The objections are as previously 
stated. The rulings of the Court are as previously 
stated. There is no objection to substituting this 
copy of the one line for the original record. 

mm HORABACK: That's correct. 

MR. HARKLBs That is what I had reference to,, 

(Personnel record of (?outhier was received 



in evidence as STATES EXHIBIT BBB in the Seale case 
and STATE'S EXHIBIT XX in the Muggins' case.) 

BY MR. DARKLE: 

o Showing you State's Exhibit BBB and XX, I will ask 

you whether or not that line under indicates an 

absence for Mr. Gouthier on Tuesday? 



(Exhibit shown to witness.) 




Yes , it does. 
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0 And what is that date, that Tuesday? 
ft Tuesday should be 5/20. 

0 And what was the reason that he gave as not being 
available on Tuesday? 

A Car trouble — 

MR. GAfO?y* dust a moment, if your Honor 
please. X will object to that on the grounds that 
he doesn't know what was said, when it was said. 
He didn't see the mm write that. 
m* mmj-Mt. All right. 

by mr. namswi* 

0 What procedure is followed in obtaining reasons 
for absenteeism; by the company and keeping these records? 
How would it cone about? 

A An employees normally calls reporting his absence. 
This is recorded by an absentee clerk, who forwards the call 
or the report of the call to the department foreman and 
timekeeper. 

MI?. GABtftV: I am going to ask that the remarks 
wade that this is normally done go out, without 
proper foundation being laid for this. Normally 
is not what we are trying here. It is what 
Mr. Gouthier actually did on that particular rooming. 

THE COURT! X will overrule the oblection. 
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MR. GARRYt Exception. 

fSU COORTs Except ion may be noted. 

BY MR. M&RKLE* 

0 Then what, if anything, happened? 
A The information obtained from the employee or the 
person who called, is then recorded on the absence and lateness 
sheet by either the timekeeper or the foreman. When the 
employee returns to work following this absence, he is shown 
his lateness and absence record and he is asked to sign it, 
and then it is initialed by his foreman. 

Q And at the time it is signed by the employee and 
initialed by the foreman, the reason for the absence is 
' listed thereon? 

A Yes, sir. 

MR. MUttOUBt Hay I pass that around r with your 
Honor's permission? 

Tim COVWHt Yea, you may. 
(The exhibit was banded to the jury.) 
THE COURT: Perhaps you oucrht to have 
Htm Dewpsey explain that the days and matters at the 
top relate to the line at the bottom, so that the 
jury will be able to read it properly. 
MR. MARlCLEs All right. 

C 



Deswsey - direct # arons 3361 

BY MR. MARKLBj 

Q The listing of 8 AP" indicates absence? 
A Yes . 

Q On what date is that booked or nossted? 
A It in posted under Tuesday,, 

0 And that's the date, that the employee was not there 
and 3igned this the next, day? 
A Correct. 

MR.HA.PJKI.Ej I have no further questions. 
Thank you. 

THE COURT: Hiss Rorabacfe. 

Ktm RORABACKs Wo questions. 

THK COURT: Mr. Garry. 

MR. GARRY j Yes, T hnveone question. 



CROfiS EXAMINATION BY jffg GARRY: 

Q Mr. Dernpsey, in order for Mr. Gouthier to work there t 
did he have to have a security clearance? 

MR. MARKLE: I will object to that. 

THE COURT s Sustained, 

MR. GARRY: I would like to be heard on this, 
m COURT: Bragured, ladies and gentlemen. 
(The jury was excused at lis 47 A. M.) 
MR. GARRY: The purpose of wy question is that 
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there is a security clearance there and if 
.Mr. Gouthier had told them he had been to a Black 
Panther Party meeting and heard Bobby Seale, he 
would have been fired from the job. That 9 s what I 
want in here, I think X am entitled to that, in 
view of this testimony here . 

THE COURT i I will sustain the objection. 

NVU GARRY: Exception. 

THE COURTS Exemption. 

MR. HARKLEs May the- jury be instructed to 
disregard the question. 

MR. GARRY: X sea no reason for that. 
THE COURT: Brimr them in. 

{The jury entered the courtroom at 11:48 A. M. ) 
•BHB COURT'S I sustained the objection, ladies 
and gentlemen. 

Anything further? 

BY MR. GARRY? 

0 Does Pratt & Whitney operate under Government 
contracts? 

MR. HARKL&r X am going to object, if the 
Court please. 

THIS COURT i Sustained. 

MR. GARRY: Exception, your Honor. 
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THE COURT! Exception may be noted. 
MR. GARRY? 1 have no further questions 
THE COURT? Mr. Mark le. 
HER, MRRKIiE: Ho ^lestions , your Honor. 
THE COURT j v ou may step down, 
(The witness was excused . ) 
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CARLOS A S B B 0 0 D, 

of 240 Center Street, New York, Hew York, having 
been called as a witnesy on rebuttal by the State, 
was duly sworn and testified as follows: 



DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q Mr. Ashwood , are you a patrolman — question with- 
drawn. 

On Hay 12th, 1969, were you a patrolman attached 
to the New York City Police Department? 
A Yes, sir. 

Q And at that time, on Hay 12th, 1969 — 
THE COURT: Hay — what? 
MR. MARKLE: May 12th, 1969. 
THE COURT: Yes* 

BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q were you engaged in an undercover capacity in 

the New York area? 

MR. GARRY: I'w going to — 
A Yea, sir. 

MR. GARRY : ~- l*m going to object to any- 
thing during the period of May 12th , 1969, as 
being not part of this case at all. 

COURT: All he was asking was, was he a 
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patrolman on that date? He says, "Yes." 
BY ME. MARKLE: 

Q And on that date were you acting in an undercover 
capacity in the City of Hew York? 

A Yes , sir. 

Q And did that have reference to the members of the 
Black Panther Party? 
A Yes, sir. 

Q And where were you located at approximately 6:00 
P.M. on May 12th, 1969 ? 
A 1 was at — 

MR. GARRY : Just a minute ~ 

KISS RORABACK: I 9 11 object, your Honor. 

THE COURT: What* a the ground? 

MISS RORABACK: The charges in our case, your 
Honor, charge crimes committed in the City of New 
Haven "on or about May 18th through May 21st, 1969." 
And those are the dates in all five of the charges 
against my client, and I see no point in going back 
one week or more prior to that time. 

THE COURT: What do you say, Mr. Markle? 

MR. MARKLE : I say that he Introduced a young 
lady that said she met Mr. Sams, if the Court will 
recall, sometime in April or May. And I'm having 
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reference to that testimony by that young lady, 
that said she was taken some place by Mr. Sams. 

THE COURT: I'll overrule the objection. 

MISS R UK ABACK: May an exception be noted? 

MR. GARRY: Exception. 

THE COURT: Exception may be noted for both 
parties. 
BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q On May 12th, 1969, at approximately 6:00 P.M. , 
where were you, Mr. Ashwood? 

A I was at 2026 Seventh Avenue, the New York Black 
Panther Headquarters in Harlem. 

Q And whether or not you had occasion to see someone 
on that evening that you came to know as Landon Williams t 

A Yes, sir, I did. 

Q And where did you see him? 

A He was at 2026 Seventh Avenue, Sew York City, New 
York City in Harlem. 

Q And whether or not at that time you saw anyone with 

him? 

A Yes , sir. There was a, there was another man from, 
another man who t did not know at the time; I later found out 
that it was George Saras . 
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Q And what, if anything, was Mr. Williams and Mr. 
Sams doing at that time, and saying at that time at that 
location? 

MISS RORABACK: Now, if your Honor please, 
this is hearsay as to my client, and I object to 
any hearsay evidence. 

THE COURT: What do you claim* Mr. Markle? 

MR. MARKLE: X claim it on the conspiracy, 
your Honor, and to show the line of command. 
Your Honor, I think it's relevant on the aiding 
and abetting. 

MR. GARRY ! Your Honor — 

HISS RORABACK: Can I finish? 

MR. GARRY: — if your Honor please , this 
should have all been done, if done at all, in 
direct testimony. This is not rebuttal, it's not 
rebutting anything, and it's not admissible at 
this time. 

TIE COURT: I'll overrule the objection. 

MISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, I didn't 
have a chance to make ray objections because — 

THE COURT: I thought you had. 

MISS RORABACK: — I was cut off by co-counsel, 
pardon the expression. 
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It's 'hearsay as to ray client. It would not 
be admissible on any concept* under any theory of 
conspiracy, your Honor, because it occurs prior 
to the time that any alleged conspiracy was formed. 
It would not be, therefore, in furtherance of the 
conspiracy , which is the only basis on which hear- 
say can be introduced, introduced in connection 
with conspiracy charges . I object to any evidence 
of that nature being introduced at this time. Cer- 
tainly I object to it on the rebuttal case. 

THE COURT: 1*11 overrule the objection, 
MISS RORABACK: May exception be noted? 



parties. 
BY MR. HARKLE: 

Q Do you recall the question, Mr. Ashwood, or do 
you want 

A I think you were asking me whether there was anyone 
else with Landon Williams at Black Panther office. 




THE COURT: Exception may be noted for both 



MISS RORABACK: That's not the question. 



I think the question should be read . 



THE COURT: The question may be read. 



(The court reporter complied . ) 



A 



Well, Landon Williams, as people came, as people 
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came into the office he would ask them their name. And, 
well, myself, I told him jay name was Akin Shaye, and this 
tine he told met he wanted -* he said, ,r What Is your slave 
name?" And I told hi© it was Carl Woods. And he said, 'Veil, 
that is your name." I remember one particular cage where a 
female Panther came Into the office — 

MR. GARRY: If your Honor please, this is, — 
he was asked to give the conversation, as I remem- 
ber. 

THE COURT: He was asked to tell us what 
Williams and Saras were doing and what they were 
saying, that's the question. 

MR. GARRY: Over what period of time? He's 
going beyond the initial time. 

THE COURT: He's talking about the time that 
he saw thera at 6:00 o'clock in Harlem, on May 12th, 
1969. 

Is that what you are talking about? 
THE WITNESS g Yes, sir, 

THE COURT: That's the context. Go ahead. 
Overrule the objection. 
A Yes, Like I was saying, I reraerafoer one particular 
case, this female Panther came in — 

MISS RORABACK: Your Honor, I'm sorry — 
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THE WITNESS: Pardon me, 

THE COURT: Wait a minute. 

Do you have an objection? 

MISS EOEABACK; I'm asking your Honor that , 
as long as it's clear on the record from the way 
he began that response, it sounded to tm like he 
mm going hack beyond. 

THE COURT: No. 

Yon are talking about this night on April — 
May 12, 1969? 

THE WITKESS: Yes, sir. That's what the 
prosecutor asked tae about. 

THE COURT; All right. That's what he's 
talking about. 

Go ahead* 



(Page 3371 follows ; no omission. ) 
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A Teg* Like 1 was saying, during this period I 
remember one particular case where this female Panther caiae 
in* And Landon Williams asked has f what was her natae. 
And she said, M Xfe Belagoon. w And he wanted to know what 
was her slave amn$ After some going back and forth , she 
told him that her name, in her birth certificate was "Charlene 
Lane," And he said, "Hell, that Is your nar>e . " She refused 
to accept this. And between Landon Williams, and George Saras, 
who was there, try to explain to her that it had some 
altercations in another state with Panthers being arrested 
and giving nanes other than the names on their birth 
certificates, and there was problems in bailing thera out of 
jail. 

• And she told bin that from the time she was a 
child, she was known as **Ife Belagoon," and if she was 
arrested and gave the name of "Charlene Lane," that no one 
would know who she was. 

Landon williaws was more or less telling people, 
they were deciding who was going to go to different places, 

V&tm GtfcPESft Just a minute. How he's 
editorialising as to what he, what he conjectures 
as to what Landon Williams was saying. All that we 
are asked in conversation, not the big outline 
about his opinions about Mr. Landon Williams 9 
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statersent. 

fftl COUPT: I'll overrule the obi action. 
tm» CthnWft Exception. 
THK COURT* Exception may be noted. 
THE wTTTIKSSs Yes. There was two, there were 
different things to be clone that even — 

ffXBS ROPABACFt I'll object, your Honor. 
That's not responsive. 

HmM COORT* No. You will have to tell what 
Lancton and Saras were doing and saying. 
TPF. wmmmt Yes, sir. 

London William directed George Saias to take 
several Panthers to a show, storm kind of show that 
David ^vtekind was giving at Hunter College, I 
think it was, and he directed we to go to a YKCA 
on 135th Street in HW York City where the Peoples 
Coalition, I think, was having mm® kind of meting, 
and on ray way out the door I observed George Saras 
getting these people ready and going about their 
business, and X went to the seating at 135th Street. 
Wi MR. mmhBt 

Q How, directing yoxir attention — 

mSB RORABACK* Nov?, your Honor, do I under- 
stand that we are going an to ®mm. other conversation? 
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TKK COURT i ?Jo, T don't know where we are going. 
He hasn't asked. 

MISS IPRABACTts X thoeaht he began his 
question. 

I wish to move to strike at this timn , your 
Honor, that entire answer. It has nothing to do 
with any conspiracy that the State of Connecticut 
has charged hero. Xt is hearsay. And I claim that 
it was improperly acted tted, and I ask that it he 
stricken. 

MH. GARRY t I join in that. 

THE Coup?: Deny your motion. 

M2&S SORADACK« May an exception he noted? 

MR* GARRY s Exception. 

THK court? Exception tmy he noted for both 
parties® 
BY HER* M7ASXL!?: 

Q Directing your attention to May 11th, 1969 r did 
you have occasion to see Landon Williams? 
A Yoo , sir. 
Q And George Sams? 
A Yes . 

Q And where did yon see thetn? 

A I saw them at 2026 7th Avenue, the Black Panther 
headquarters in Hew York City. 
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BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q At that time and -» approximately what time was 
that s if you can recall? 

A It mis scwaetirae in the evening^ a little after 

5; 30. 

Q And did Mr. Williams address — question withdrawn. 
Bid Mr. Williams do anything at that meeting? 

HISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, it calls 
for a "Yes" or ''No" answer, I believe. 

THE COURT; All right. He said, "Yes, sir." 

BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q What , if anything* did he do 7 

HISS RORABACK: Now, I object again, your 
Honor, on the grounds, number one, it * s outside 
the time period of any of the charges against my 
client^ number two, my client is not present , so 
anything that occurred there is hearsay as to her 
and not admissible on the theory of conspiracy or 
any other theory. 

THE COURT i Overrule the objection. 

HISS RORABACK: Exception be noted. 

THE COURT: Exception may be noted. 

MR* CARRY: For both of us? 
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THE COURTS Exceptions may be noted for both 
parties . 

MISS RORABACKg Do I understand, your Honor, 
this is being admitted only on the conspiracy 
c\ 

THE COURT j It's feeing admitted as rebuttal 
testimony on the conspiracy charges and on the 
aiding and abetting counts. 

That's what it's offered for? 

MR. MARKLE: Yea, sir. 

MISS RORABACK: On the aiding and abetting, too? 
THE COURT: Yes. 

KISS RORABACK: If your Honor please , I press 
the objection on the aiding and abetting counts on 
the grounds that it's clearly hearsay and that there 
is no exception in any charge relating to aiding and 
abetting. 

MR. CARRY : I join in that, 

THE COURT; Exceptions may be noted for both 



BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q And directing your attention to May 13, 1969 , Mr. 
Ashwood,. Tuesday » I ask you what,, if anything, Mr* l^andon 
"%^J Williams did at that address that you 
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A Yes, sir. ¥©11, one thing he did was address a 
group of people who were there for a meeting between him and 
George Saras. He was explaining the reason that they were In 



Jiew fork City and what they were doing there. 

Q What, if anything, didhe say to that group? 



HISS RORABACK: Same objection, your Honor. 
THE COURT: Same ruling. 
MR. GARRY: For both of us? 

s 

THE COURT: Exceptions may be noted — 
HISS RORABACK: Exception. | 
THE COURT: -~ for both parties, 
THE WIT8ESS: He explained to us that they 
were from Central and they were Field Marshals and 
that they were in New York to straighten the chapter 
out. He says it seems like a lot of things are 
happening here, and they were sent fro© Oakland to 
straighten the chapter out. He told us that, number 
one, he explained to the whole group we were not 
going to be using these African and Swahltlaa names , 
that that's going to stop, we are going to use our 
slave names. Be explained that we have been doing 
a lot of talking about democratic centralism, and 
this is one of the things that we are going to start 
doing, that each and every one of us would have to 
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move iato the area of the Panther Headquarters , 
that this way we would be able — it would be 
like a check on each other, and we, would he able 
to eliminate the problem of infiltrators. He 
further explained that we are going to start a 
breakfast program in Wm York City, 
W£ m. MARKLE: 

Q And -«■ 

HISS KOEABACK: Now, your Honor, I will again 
move to strike that answer , as it has nothing to 
do, number one, with any conspiracy charges involv- 
ing say client, 

Number two, it has nothing to do with the 
aiding and abetting, it is hearsay as to her. She 
was not present, she is not being charged with any 
knowledge of that conversation; and, furthermore, 
I would like to point out to your Honor, in terras 
of rebuttal, it seems to me we are well beyond the 
concept of any form of rebuttal evidence. 

Mr* Marfcle presented his case, presumably, 
originally, as to whether or not there was any 
conspiracy, and now he starts coming back again and 
is trying, on rebuttal, to make a case he didn't 
make originally, and it seems to me to be highly 
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prejudicial, and I object, and I move to strike 

MR. GARRY; I join in that. 
THE COURT? Deny your motion. 
Exceptions noted for both parties. 



(Page 3379 follows} no omission.) 
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■ BY MR. ?!M?.KLK: 

0 Whether or not anything was stated about what 
tiiae the stee tings would begin? 

MISS R08ABACK* Same objection. 
HER, GAP-R^s Leading and suggestive , your 
Honor. 

mn COOT!'! 1 ? Leading. 

BY MP. M7VRKLR: 

0 Was that everything that was said at that tirae? 
A Well, no, sir. He did state that the people who 
were working would be ©spec ted to cowe to the office in the 
evenings at 5j(K) o'clock, and those who weren't working would 
have to bo inthe office at 10s 00 o'clock every day. 

Q Paid whether or not there came a time — well, 
question withdrawn. 

Directing your attention to Way IS, 19(59, 
did you have occasion to be at the Panther headquarters in 
Karlen? 

A Yes, nir. 

0 tod about what did you arrive there? 
A Well, I was there a little before 10:00, between 
9 j 30 and 10s 00 o'clock, 

0 and what, if anything, happened at that time? 
Txm COHttTs Homing or evening? 
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fSC WmmSSt That's in the mrning. 
Well — 

HISS ROnABftCK: If your Honor please , I aw 
going to object. 

X haven * t heard — at this point, the only 
person who was present, aa I understand it, is 
Mr. Aahwood. 1 think that to have hits testify 
about something that happened in Mew Vork City 
long before the date shown on the indictment and 
charges here, without any reference to ray client, 
seems to be highly objectionable. 

rm COOITPs Overrule the objection. 

MXS8 RORJVBACKx There is no even a reference 
here, so far, aa to who else vmm present, your Honor,, 

Tim COURTs He hasn't had a chance. 

MISS RORJVBACK t That's not tho question, your 
Honor, 

The question was "What happened? " 
THE COURT * Overrule the objection. 
MR. GARRY s I will join in that. 
THE COURT* Exceptions imy be noted. 
MR. &OBttj For both of ua? 

THB COURT * Exceptions noted for both parties. 
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BY MR. mPJKLBs 

0 no you recall the question, or do you want it read? 
A Would you read it back, please? 

THE COURT: Read it back , Mr. Reporter. 
(The last question by Mr. Markle of the witness 
was read by the court reporter*) 
THE COURT: Go ahead. 

WITNESS* I was sitting in a car owned by 
one of the * anthers, and in the car, sitting next 
to me, was another Panther named Jesse Janes Rogers . 
Landon Willi ares and George Sams was outside the 
Panther office, standing outside the Panther 
office, which was closed, There was another Panther, 
the owner of the car, standing with ther.i. 

They cane over to the car and they wanted to 
know where was Roscoe Lee, who was the Officer of 
the Day, and who was supposed to open the office 
at 10s 00 o'clock in the morning, and that no one 
knew where he was, and we had to stand outside and 
wait until Roscoe Lee arrived. 
BY MP,. >m??KLEs 

Q Did he arrive? 

A Yes, sir. He arrived about ten minutes after 10:00. 
Q And did you then enter the office of the Black 
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Panther Party in Wm York, — 
A Yeo. 

0 — in Harlero? 

A Yes , sir, we did. 

0 T.?ho, entered at that time? 

h ftoscoe Lee, George Sams, myself, this Jesse James 
Rogers, and Andrea, the Panther who owned the car whose name 
was Andrea, and by this fe£fB* other Panthers had arrived, and 
we all 'went into the office, 

0 l?hat, if anything, then took place? 

MUSS &08ABACK: I object again, your Honor. 

*mm COfJTfl?t Same ruling. 

Exception may be noted* 

MR, CARRYs For both of na, your Honor? 

THE COUR?i Both parties. 

THE WI?HE8S» Well, Landon Williasm said that 
the brother Hosooe Lee will have to get up in front 
of the people and qive an explanation why he was 
ten minutes late in getting to the office, and 
Hr. -use got up In front of us and he gave an 
explanation. Me told us why he was late. Land on 
Williams wanted to know frow us — ? he said, "Well, 
is this a valid exctise or not?" And we all said, 
"Wo," bo by this time 
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MR® GARRY s Well, just a minute now, if your 



1 m going to object to what "wo" did. Let's 
talk about what he did. 

MR. DARKLE: Ho g a id, "wo" and he said, "he/ 
MR. GARRVi He did not. 

Ho said H ve did , * and I don't want to be 
cron s-exartin ing on "wes." I want to see what ho 
himself did. 

W®& COURT; When you nay w we,* who do you mean? 

h&t*R find out. 

THE WITNESS s Landon Williams was referring to 
myself' and the other people who were in the office,, 
I refer to myself and those people as "we . ■ 
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BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q And what happesned? 

HISS RGRABACK: Satae objection, your Honor. 
THE COURT: Satne ruling. 
Except ion noted for both parties. 
THE WITNESS: The people in the office said 
it was not a valid excuse for not being there at 
10:00 o'clock. 

MR. GAMY: I object to What the people said. 
What did he say? Let's have specific people 
there. 

People don't speak all at once. 
THE COURT: Do you want to clean it up, Mr. 
Markle? 
BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q What, if anything, did you say at that time? 
A I said, "No," it was not a valid excuse. 
Q What, if anything, did you hear the other people 
in that room say? 

MISS RGRABACK: I object, your Honor. 
This is real hearsay. These are people 1 can g fc 
even find to cross-e&aaine,. even if I can call them 
as witnesses. 

MR. MARKLE: All right, 1 won' t press it, your 
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i 

Honor . 

j 

BY MR. MARKLE: 

q What, if anything, happened as a result of that , 
by Lantion Williams, that statement? 

MISS RORABACK: Same objection, your Honor. I 

THE COUHT: Same ruling. 

MISS RORABACK; Exception. 

THE WITNESS: Okay. All at once, it was said, j 

I 

"No," - 

HISS RORABACK: 1 object. 

THE WITNESS: — "it's not a valid excuse." 
MISS RORABACK: I object, your Honor. 
THE COURT: The question is "What happened?" 
MISS RORABACK: What happened. 

BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q What then happened, Mr. Ashwood ? 

A Well, one Panther, by the name of Mitch, got up, 
walked up to the table where Roseoe Lee was standing, he walked 
up behind him, and he said »*» he used the expression ~~ he 
said, "Motherfucker,** and he kicked Mr. Lee in the rear. Mr. 
Lee said, "Right on^ % and Landon Williams said, "Well , is 
this all that is going to be done f Is this all the ass kicking 
that's going to be done?" Again, everyone, at once, said, 
"No," and -~ 
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MISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, — 
MR. GARRY : I'm going to object to "everyone." 
Let 1 s talk about what he said. 
THE COURT: Did you say "No"? 
THE WITNESS: (No response.) 
THE COURT: Did you say "No"? 
THE WITNESS: I probably did, your Honor. 
I don't *- 

IH. GARRY: Not probably . He cither did or he 

clidn* s:. 

THE COURT: Overrule the objection. 
MR. GARRY: Exception. 
THE COURT; All right, 

MISS RORABACK: Exception for my client", too, 
your Honor. 
BY Hit. MARKIJE: 

Q What, if anything — 

THE COURT: Exceptions may be noted. 
THE WITNESS: Okay, I said, "No" along — 
MISS RORABACK: Objection to the question. 
THE WITNESS: I said "No" to the other people 
in the office. 

(Laughter. ) 

THE COURT: Go ahead, Mr. Markie . 
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BY MR. MARKLE: 

Q What, ££ anything, then happened, Mr. Ashwood? 

MISS RORABACK: Same objection, your Honor. 

Could I have uiy objection noted on the record? 

THE COURT: Objection noted. 

HE. GARRY : Mine, too. 

THE COURT: For both parties. 

THE WITNESS: I said, "Ho," along with the 
other people in the office to his question. We 
all got up and went over thei-e and started beating 
up Mr. Lee. 

MISS RORABACK; If your Honor please, f *We all" - 
I would like to have who did what. 

THE COURT; To the best of his ability, Mr. 
Markle . 

MR. MARKLE: Yes, sir. 

BY MR. MARKLE; 

Q To the best of your ability, whom did you see strike 
Mr. Lee? 

A Jesse Jaraes Rogers , Mitch, Andre ~ I would like 
to have tay report to refresh cay recollection as to the other 
people who were at the office. 

MISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, I object 
to that. 



) 
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MR. GARRY : I am going to object again, your 



This Is no part of our case in closing. This 
does not rebut anything that we brought in in this 
case, and these are things that are extraneous 
that are being brought in here. This is not proper 
rebuttal. We arc not going to try the New York 
conspiracy trial here. That's all over with. 

THE COURT: Ho, we arc not, and be careful. 
Now, Mr. Ma ride, I have allowed this for re- 
buttal purposes concerning the status of Mr. 
Williams and the status of Mr. Saras. I have al- 
lowed it in also for reasons as to discipline and 
who originated discipline and things along that 
line, but keep it in that area. 
MR. Wmmt Yes, air. 

Also, I was representing, your Honor, that 
this has to do with Miss Wolteruing's testimony. 
THE COURT* All right, I understand that. 
Go ahead. 

MISS RORABACK; So far, 1 haven't heard her 
name, and we have gone through three days already. 
BY MR. MARKUPS 

(^y Q What, if anything, then happened 1 
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MISS RORABACK: Same objection, your Honor. 
Til! COURT: Exception may be noted for both 
parti©** « 

TEE WITNESS: Yea, sir. 

The people in the office at the time went over 
there, and v?e beat up Roscoe Lee. 

MISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, we are 
back again to "we" and the people in the office , 
and it seems to me « 

MR. GARRY: Let's talk about what he himself 
did, how he beat Roscoe Lee. 

MR. MARKLE : If your Honor please, — 

THE COURT: No, no. 

I am going to let hits describe what happened. 
There were many occasions' in this case where people 
couldn't recall who else was there in Orchard Street 
and various other places. You can do the beat you 
can and describe what happened 4 and it's a descrip- 
tion as to what happened , and he said all the people 
there did a certain thing. He can describe it that 
way. 

Go ahead , Mr. Markle. 

MISS RORABACK: Exception be noted? 

THE COURT: Exception say/ be noted. 
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BY MR. MAHKLE: 

Q What, if anything, happened? 

A Finally, tha beatings stopped and everyone went 
back to their respective places, sac down, and London Williams 
mm vary upset -* 

MR. GARRY: t am going to object as to what 
Landon Williams was or was not. 

This man is not: a psychiatrist, to tell us 
what it is. He can only tell us what he said, 
What he didn't say, what he didn't do, to that, I 
object, but for him to qualify as a subjective 
authority on what Landon Williams ' feelings were 
at that moment, I object to it. 

THE COURT j Overrule your objection. 

it is competent for this man, or aay person > 
to describe what appeared to him, and if it appeared 
to him that somebody is upset, that's his language. 

You can inquire into it. 

MR. GARRY: Exception, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Exception may be noted. 

HISS ROKABACK: For both parties? 
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A I wmM say he appeared to be upset. He started 
to scream, and his words were — - he said, "You call that an 
as3-kicking? You motherfuckers from Hew York profess to be 
so bad, and I doa't see where that's an ass-kicking worthy 
of what the brother did." 

0 Whnt, if anything, then haooened? 

WtSS RftB&BACKs Bmm objection, your Honor. 
THK COURT t Overruled. 
MISS RORA.B ACTC j Exception. 
m, Gft&EVi Both of us. 
fSI COURT: Exception for both of you. 
THE WXVNBSSt Landon Williams sent — assigned 
different people to go out to the stores. He sent 
people out to get pain t , told sorse people to go out 
and get soree brushes. He told — he assigned people 
to do painting in the office, and he assigned people 
to go out and get food. He told thera to go to these 
different stores and tell these people that we are 
going to start a breakfast program and tell them we 
want certain things frow therc and tell them you want 
the paint, you want these paint brushes , and the 
stores which did not comply, to write their addresses 
down and bring thesa back with you. 
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BY MR. MARKLEs 

Q And shortly thereafter, did you leave that meeting? 
A Yes, sir. 

0 ftivS did you leave your undercover assignment right 
thereafter? 

I am going now to wove to 
strike everything as to. what occurred on May 16, 
1969, mi well as what this witness has testified 
to previously. 

My client wm not present. Nothing happened 
in her presence. It is even now three full days 
before any date mentioned in any of the charges 
against her. It cannot be relevant to any concept 
of a conspiracy in which she engaged. It is hearsay, 
it is not admissible except in furtherance of a 
conspiracy and this is not yet the tine when even 
Hy. Ilarkle claims there was a conspiracy , and it 
is certainly not admissible on any other theory, 
and X obieot to it and wove it be stricken. 

THE COOHTi I will deny your notion. 

Mfc« GARRY t Exception. 

MISS HOKABftCKs Exception. 

WHS COURT* Exception raay be noted for both 
parties. 
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BY MR. MARKLEt 

Q Were you taken out of your undercover assignment 
thereafter? 

A Yes , sir, 1 was . 

0 What date, do you recall? 

A I don * t reraerober the exact date that I was taken 
out, sir. 

H1R. MARKU2 : X have no further questions, 
your Honor. 

ROT?ABACK: Mow, your Honor, I an going 
to mke a further motion to strike this because I 
understood Mr. Markle's representation to the Court 
that this testimony had something to <?o with the 
testimony of one Shirley Wolterding, and although 
we have sat here and listened to this witness for 
20 minutes or wore, her naitse has not been mentioned. 
There is nothing to rebut her testimony, and I 
object to the testimony of this witness and ask 
that it be stricken and the jury instructed to 
disregard it. 

*#m CmW't 7. vr.il l d«>av- your motion. 

It is my understanding that when the young 
lady* a name was mentioned by Mr. Markle, he was 
referring to the testimony that she had given 



1 
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concerning the areas that this gentleman talked 
about. 

X will deny your raotion. 

MISS mi? ABACK $ Ttay an exception be noted. 
THE COURTS Exception may he noted. 
Do you have any questions? 
V&SB RORABACK* I hove no questions. 
THE COURT; Do you have any questions? 
mr. carry t i have mm* 

At this? time, I vmnt to see this man's report. 
Vim COtraT: Do you have it there? 
m m mitfX&t Yea, sir. 

BY m. HMMCEAi 

Q These are your reports for those three days? 

ntSS RORABACK» Could that question be read, 
I did not hear H&« Markle. 

MR. HKHXfilt 1 asked hira if — 
MISS ROT? ABACK I I would prefer to have the 
court reporter read it. 

THE COURT; Read it, please. 
(The last question by Mr. Markle was read by 
the court reporter,) 

(Papers shown to witness.) 
-THE WXTNESr t Yea, sir. 
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MR. MARK], E: Ml right. 

MR. GARRY t This is going to take, mfe a little 
tine to read. . 

(Papers handed to Mr. Garry.) 

THE COt'RT ; Tnke vour tir*e , counsel. 



(Page 3396 follows - no omission) 
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CROSS-BXAMIMATI0W BY MR. GARRY : 

Q You are a police officer, are you not, in the 
Hew York Police Department? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q How long have you been a police officer? 
A Since February 9, 1968. 

Q How many titaes did you strike and beat Roscoe Lee? 
A Actually what I did, sir, — 
Q Beg pardon? 

A Actually what I did, I walked over there 

Q My question was, how ©any times did you strike him? 

A I didn't hit him. 

Q You testified on your direct testimony that you hit 
him, didn't you? 

A I said we all went over there and beat him up. 
I pretended to hit him, but I actually didn't hit him. 

Q You voted to hit him, didn't you? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q How s you said this is all the reports you have 
for the entire three days that you have testified to? 

(Papers shown to witness.) 
A Yes, sir, 

Q Would you read in there — point out to me any 
place in there where Mr® L&odoa Williams, after you had 
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administered the corporal punishment to this man, Roseoe 
Lee 9 said to anybody that, "You call that an ass kicking?" 
Pick it out. 

A 1 did not say it was in the report — 
MR. MARKLE : Can the witness — 
THE COURT: He answered him. He said it 
wasn't in the report. 
BY MR. GARRY: 

Q That was not in your report" 

A i didn* t say it -was in there . I just told you 
what he said. 

Q You just grabbed that out and said it after two 
years after the event , is that right ? 

A I didn't grab it out of no place. I just re- 
peated what he said. 

Q Have you made any report, have you made anything 
in writing to your superiors or to the prosecutor here in 
writing after the event that this happened, that Mr. Landon 
Williams said, "Do you call this an ass kicking"? 

A I reported it to my superiors when I discussed 
that particular report with them. 

Q In writing? 

A I said I discussed it with them. I told them the 
exact words that he said. 
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Q You didn't do it in writing, did you? 

A No, I said I discussed it. 

Q Can you answer tay questions, Mr. Officer? 

MR. MARKLE: I will object to that , if the 
Court please. He has answered him. 

THE COURT: He said he discussed it. 
Q When was the first time that you said that Mr. 
Landon Williams was there from the National office or the 
Central office? 

A Well, to the best of cay recollection, the first 
time I saw him was on the 12th of May. 

Q All right. I want you to turn to the report — 
THE COURT: Wait « minute, Wait a minute , 
Mr. Garry. 

Would you read Mr. Garrys question, please? 

(The last question by Mr. Garry was read by 
the court reporter.) 

THE COURT: I don't think the answer is re- 
sponsive to your question. 

Do you understand hit? question? 

THE WITNESS : As far as I understand it, he 
wanted to know when was the first time I bad <saw 
Landon Williams. 

THE COURT: Read the question again, Walter. 
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(The last question by Mr. Garry w read 
again by the court reporter.) 
A I s Aid that on the 13th. 
Q What did you say cm the 12th? 
A On the 12th, I just spoke about Landon Williams 



and George Sams . I don't think I said where they were from. 

q As a matter of fact, you never mentioned Landon 
Williams on the 12th, did you? 

A £ think I did. 

Q Read your report. Turn to your report and lot's 
hear it out loud right from the beginning, sir. 

A Sir 3 1 didn't say that was in the report* I testi- 



fied 
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BY MR* GARRY i 

0 I asked you to read your report for the 12th out 

loud. 

A "3 Pfi. Arrived at — 

Q Read it slowly go thft court reporter can write it 
down and the jury can hear vow, 

A *3 PH. Arrived at Cover check atftjUU Left cover 
at 5? 30 PM.. W 

"6 PM. Arrived 2026 ?th Ave. Persons 
present listed # w meaning listed on the side. 
Q Ail right, read theeu 

m,» W&Kt&t If your Honor please, is he 
going to offer this because I think it should be 
read just the way it goes down. 

THE COURT* He is reading from; -something not 
in evidence. 

If you want hiia to read it, you better have 
somebody put it in evidence. 

m* MWLEs X will object, unless he offers 

it. 

m.* f?ARRY f l offer this into evidence, the 
defendant's next in order — Defendant Seale*s 
next in order, your Honor. 

TUB COURT* Are you joining* Miss Roraback? 
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mm roraback* Ho. 

THB COURT; Did you say no? 

MXBB RORABACKt Ho. 

ffPg COURT: Ho. 

That would be Ho. 29. 

(H^port ma marked DT5PENDAT7T SCALE'S EXHIBIT 
29 in evidence.) 
BY HP. CARRY: 

0 Kovr, read it, and when you corae to the list of 
people listed, turn to the list of people that you have so 
that the Court and jury will hoar who was present. 

Start over again, if you will. 

A "3 ]??!. Arrived at Cover check nail. Left cover 
at 5:30 PM." 

"6 PH. Arrived 2026 7th Ave. Persons 
present listed. 2 people frora Oakland also present.** 

Q 1 asked you to read when you ama to that, to read 
the list of people that are listed. They are listed on your 
report? 

MR. HARKLE: He is, your Honor. 

¥81? WXTHBSSt I m reading the report. 

MR. MARK&Et He is reading, "2 people from 
Oakland also present. * That is listing the people 
that are present. 
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WI11SI86.fi The reason I said two people is 
because I didn't know their names nt the time. 
BY MR. GARRY : 

0 You didn't know the two people from Oakland,, is that 
your testimony? 

A I didn't know their names s 
Q You didn't know their na^es? 
ft Mo. 

0 %taMM were such important people frorc Central , you 
did not know their names, is that correct? 

MR. MARKX.Es If your Honor please, he testified 
he didn't know their nasies when they first arrived. 
mm Com>T: do you want Mm to read it? 
m, GARRY s Yea, I do. 
WR COURTs Go ahead.. 
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A X was saying, n 2 people from Oakland also present.* 
Also present was Leroy Davis, Tanstte, Xfe Belagoon, Akbar 
Shaba, L s T. Smith, Pat. Shanks , Bayo. Hassan, Mex Raekney, 
•Steed fsTalXace, Roland Tyson, Gregory Bferayhorne, ftosstiek, 
Jess© 3mmw Sogers, Pile. w 

I also have down here a better description, 
male Negro , 25, 6*2 W , 220 pounds, dark, Afro, and an Adelabo, 
a yaaXe Hegro, 29, 5*9", 165 pounds, Afro, heavy beard. 

o Would yon read the rest of it? 

A "Duo tea conversation bet. Janette and unknown person 
froif! Oakland A-13 believes Cathlene Cleaver is in N.Y. The 
unknown Panther from Oak land. w 

O Head that slowly. The court reporter has got to 
take it down. 

A "The unknown Panther tfm Oakland got a formation 
of 0 Panthers £/o..." in front of. "...office incl. mm* 
Gregory, KKtaUBT« Rogers* ftosseik and 4 others. They marked 
in formation to attend a shov? at Punter College by David 
Suaskind. Pat. Shanks told me to attend a meeting at the 
Y.M.C.A. at 135th Street in root?, 208 held by the Black 
Coalition. M 

0 Stop there for a minute. You say Pat Shanks 
ordered you to? 

h P/e told T*3e to go, right. 
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Q Co ahead* 

A "Whoa members are trying to get other organisations 
to torn a Pot/or Block, This i>owar Base would be the central 
point which would coordinate the forces in whatever direction 
was decided upon by a committee, This committee is scheduled 
to meet 7 m 5-22-69' at the T.H.CA. This will be followed 
by a general meeting a aim location 5-26-69, They have been 
trying to get this organ! Ration going for 3 mons. and are 
still having problems, Janette attended one previous nee ting 
as an observer for the B.P.P." 

0 Who did that? 

h Janette. 

"I have to make a report to Hat, Shanks today 
on last nights meeting. Kerb Ca Header and Adelabo from the 
• Republic Of flew Africa* were observed by A-l 3 in the group. 
Meeting ended 10 W return to Cover. 

"Hote. At 12*38 AM 5-13-69 I was driving ray 
car east bet. Pacific s Atlantic in Bklyn. I observed William 
Smith who walking tov/ards Atlantic Ave," 

0 And what happened? 

A "I drove by him and tried to make my turn as soon 
as possible, but 1 mx of the opinion that he also saw me, 
X had a fatigue jacket on* he was wearing B.P.P. uniform except 
beret, M 
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Q Is that all' 5 Did you read the second page? 
A Yes , sir » 

Q Now, who is "Nat. Shanks"? 

A Nat. Shanks was a member of the Black Panther 
Party who , more or less, kept the people together after, 
after the Panthers were arrested in the bomb conspiracy 
trial, on charges . 

Q And he w$® from New York, wasn't he? 

A Yes, he was. 

Q And who Is "William Smith," that you almost lost 
your cover with? 

A He was a Panther in the Brooklyn Chapter of the 



New York Chapters. 

Q And that's your complete report for those — for 
that day? 

A This is a report that I wrote up, yes. 
Q And that was to your superiors, ia that correct ? 
A Yes, I turned it in to my superiors. 
Q And when did you write this report , the one that 
we've got into evidence, which say» State's Exhibit CCC ? 



THE CLERK i That's the wrong sticker. 



That' 



« supposed to he 29. 



(The correction was made by the clerk.) 



MR. GARRY: Thank you. 
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Q When did you write this report , which is Defend - 
ant* 6 Exhibit No. 29? 

A X either wrote it that night , when I completed my 
work, or I wrote it the next looming. 

q Now, how long have you been a member of the Black 
Panther Party up to this time, up to the 12th of May , 1969? 

A I think I became a member of the Black Panther 
Party in, either June or July of *68. 

Q And you participated in the directions and the 
conduct of the Black Panther Party during that time, up until 
you decided to or your superiors decided that they didn't 
need you for cover any more? 

MR. MARKLE: I object, if the Court please. 
We are outside the direct and we are going Into 
collateral again. 

THE COURT: He wants It. Go ahead. Overruled. 
A I participated, yes. 
BY MR. GARRY: 

Q As a full fledged member of the Black Panther Party , 
is that right? 

A Yes , you could say that. 

Q And what: name did you use as a member of the Black 
Panther Party ? 

A Well, I joined the Party with the name of "Carl 
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% Woods*" 

y 

Q Carl Woods? 
A Right 6 

Q And is that your name? 
A That was my coyer name. 
Q I ask you 1£ that was your true name? 
A I gave my true name to this Court previously* 
MR. MARKUS: If your Honor please — 
THE COURT: So. Relax. Overruled. 
MR. MARKLE: May I have an, exception, your Honor? 
THE COURT: Did you get that last answer? 
Exception noted. 

THE REPORTER: Yea. 
MR. GARRY : I didn't hear it. May it be read? 
(The last answer of the witness was read by 
the court reporter.) 
BY MR. GARRY: 

Q And so, you lied when you said your name was "Carl 
Woods" to the members of the Black Panther Party? 

MR. MARKLE : Object. 
THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY MR. GARRY: 

Q Was it the truth when you told the members of the 
1 ,) Black Panther Party that your name waa "Carl Hoods"? 
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MR. MARKLE : Object, if the Court please, 

BY MIL GARRY s 

Q All right. Your next report is dated the — May 
the 14th, 

m, GARRY: At this time I'll offer this 
as Defendant Scale's, next in order. 

THE COURT: It would be 30. 

(The document referred to was received in 
evidence as DEFENDANT SEALERS EXHIBIT 30.) 

THE COURT: I take it you are not joining, 
Miss Rorabaek.? 

MISS RORABACK: No. 
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BY m. GAMY I 

Q Mr. Witness, pleas© read that. 

A "Assignee! reported to office at 1 PM. Then at 
2:30 visited cover. At 5:30 went to 2026 7 AV. , BPP office. 
Persons noted ov; side present. At 1:30 PM a Pol Ed class 
was held. Cboio Muhammad gave the class. " 

Q Who is that? 

A Choio Muhammad. 

A Gave the class. 

Q Would you tell us who Choio Muhammad is? 
A A member of the Black Panther Party, of the Harlem 
Chapter. 

Q All right. Thank you. Please continue. 
A "The class consisted of 10 point program. Lon. 
from Oakland" — 
Q Who? 

A M Lo»>" meaning Landon* short for "Lon." 

Q 1 just want you. to read what you have there , ( %Bfe 
from Oakland"? 

A "Lon from Oakland also conducted the class. The 
Red Book topics on liberalism was also covered. Class ended 
9:45 P.M. Remain in office and at 10:30 PM there was a Har- 
lem Branch meeting. This was conducted by Ray and Zayd. 
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An unknown Panther from the meeting mentioned Sharon Williams 
was. now on bail. The theme of the meeting was the BPP Break- 
fast Program, and a question and answer session with George - 
last name unknown ~- and Lon — last name unknown — from 
Oakland, George & Ion said there was a new order from Oak- 
land, from Central Committee doing away with the use of 
African names as this could hinder getting bail if arrested. 
It was also said only one button can be worn by Panthers. 
Type doesn't matter as long aa it's only one button worn. 
Also, if Panthers are not working they are expected to be at 
BPP office at 10 A.M. and if working they should come to the 
office at 5 P.M. Assigned has a problem regarding the BPP 
newspapers, Gregory Strayhome w»n*t be in town this weekend 
to handle the papers and Marie Falls is in the hospital so 
it appears I sight have to go to Brooklyn with the BPP paper 
— money, with the BPP paper money on Sat. as I can't get 
anyone else t© go. Branch meeting ended at 12:30 A.M." 

Q How, just ** 

A "Lon, George** 

Q Just stop there for a second. Is that, you * re 
talking about yourself, that you had to get the money? 

A I said I had to go to Brooklyn with the money and 
the paper on Saturday . 

Q What are you talking about there? 
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A Talking about the Black Panther Party paper and 
money, X had to get the paper from Brooklyn and turn in 
some money* 



(Page 3412 follows; no omission.) 



TS 10-3-1 A&hMoon - cross 1417 



J) 



0 2\a<I you had to Bell sous papers, too, didn't you? 
A W«ll, I have sold papers for the Party, yes. 
n Are you talking about this particular sstatenjont? 
A All x*» saying is, X have to get the paper from 
Brooklyn and turn in norm raoney. 
Q All right. Continue. 

A "The assigned observed the two Oakland Panthers, ton- 
George, and Z&yd and Ray, Ife in a blue Che v. "license plat© 
Mo. - n lr:389S. assigned ended day." 

Q That's your report, yon read everything that's on 
there? 

h Except the names. 

0 Read the na^es, the people present. 
h The people present was "Janet, I£e K — 
Q Read it a lowly because the court reporter has to 
take it. 

A "Tina Waites, Choio Unharmed, Akbar Shaba , h, t. 
Smith, David Brothers, Sayd, Rosewary Byrd, Mat. Shanks, 
Bayo Hassan, Raschi, Alex Rackney " 

Q What have you got after Alex "Hinckley's name? 

A Now, this has nothing to do with Alex Rack ley's 
name. f*« giving description, and giving some more 
information regarding that. 

0 Regarding Alex Rack ley? 
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A Ho, regarding the description of the person*® 
names, "iris Moore. ** It sayss , "Wears gayly. " "Dorubaa wife, 
which la Iris Moore. 

Q Okay , continue with the then. We will come 

to that later* 

A "Yasira Sadston, Hitch, George , Lon, Tyrone Powell, 
Steve Wallace, Poland Tyson, Gregory JJtravhorne, Fatima., 
Andrea Dahnir, Rosseik, Kevin Tyson, Jesse Janes Rorrers , 
Kile, Oyindun" a description, "female Wegro, 27, 5*6", 115 
lbs. Afro, Dk conp. Iris Moore, f-.-m.-ae Hegro, 27,. 5*7% 120 
lbs. dk cor.p. wears gayly around head, Dorubas wife." 



(Page 3414 follovrs - no omission) 
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Q Save yon read everything that's wit ton here now, 
5 right? You've got some things on the «M® here, read that. 

A Under "Function and Location" is "Political 
Education Class." "Organisations," 1 have "D.P.P. , Harlem." 
"TJo. Persons**, "35." Under "Function and Location," I also 
have "Branch Heeting, Harlem B«P.P. W And there • s a check 
under , car, "1 S3 895, rented issue state tax registered,, 
TV, u" — I can't make out this word here. I think — 

0 That's your handwriting? 

A Pardon rw? 

Q That's your handwriting? 

A no, sir. 

Q go**-436« n aonoboclv olse wrote ov e r your— docuKwi 



A Well, I didn't write up this whole report. 
0 You didn't? 

A Ho, sir. X called it in in the telephone. 1 
a report over the telephone. 

Q Oh, I see. That report is correct, though, isn't 

it? 

A report is the other stuff I read. Soraeone else 

made a check on the car that I reported, and this is their 
handwriting for their purpose. This wasn ' ton there when I 
saw the report. When I went into the office, this was — 

0 You mean somebody slipped it in there without your 
knowing it? 
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A Utia is just the description, a check ?aad© on a car. 

o When did you see that report last? 

A When did T see it last? 

o Yes, before I showed it to you today. 

fa I saw it several times. The last time X saw it was 

earlier today. 

0 who showed it to you? 

A fStwa showed it to rm? 

0 Yes, sir. 

A I had the report with me. 

0 You brought it with you* is that right? 

A Yen, sir. 

0 Did you brine any tiling else with you? 

.A .anything else like — what? 

0 Like reports. 

ft You saw the reports I brought. 

Q My question was, did you brine? any other reports. 



sir? 



MR. SiAHKLEs I»w goinrt to object to this. 
What's the relevance? 

THE COURT: He wants to know — 
Did you brine any other reports? 
Tim MOTRSS: Yes, I did. 
'TOE COUKTi All right. 
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BY im 9 GARRY i 

0 Where are they? 

h I imagine some of them are back there (indicating) . 
The other ones, I don't know where they are at this time. 

0 Yon <mm f you lost theia between the tine you got 
here this morning and until now? 

B&* H&HK&St If your Honor please, I'm going 
to object, I think I 'to going to request what the 
reports are that are relevant, and the other reports 
are not relevant, because otherwise it looks like 
the State is hiding something. 

MR, GARRY* If©' s not going to decide what in 
relevant. 

m. RftSKUBi I claim that — 
THE COURT: This is a good title to go to 
lunch, ladies and gentlemen. 

Recess, until 2: 00 o'clock. 

MR. Before we go to lunch, may 1 put 

thin into evidence? The next one? So that it won't 
he lying around unattached? 

THE 000871 You're excused, ladies and 
gentlensen. You raay go to lunch, 

(Whereupon, at 12*55 P. the jury was 

excused for lunch. ) 
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HR. CARRY? I want to put in the next report 
that he had. 

TH13 Court i Ho objection? 
MR. MiKRKLEs Ho, sir. 

THE COURTS And Miss Roraback , 3o you join? 

HISS RORABACK : Mo. 

THE COURTS 31, right? 

THE CLERKs Yes, your Honor. 

(The report was received in evidence as 
DBFmDAWS SfSftft*! EXHIBIT 31.) 

MR. MARKLEs I'm going- to press on your Honor 
that you give that admonition, because that's the 
only proper — 

THE Court* Wait a ninute, Mr. Markle. Just a 
»inute until we get straightened out on our 
exhibits here. 

That's May 15th, is that right? 

THE CLERKS 15th, yes, sir. 

MR. GARRY • Nov, if the Court please — 

MR. HARKLE i Your Honor ~»- 

MR. GARRY: — at this tlrae l*m going to ask 
to see the rest of the reports so that I can look 
at them during the noon hour so 1 don't take up 
any valuable time. 
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THE COURT: What: reports were you referring 
to, Officer, your reports? 

THE WITNESS s X don't know which ones he was 
referring to. Ho asked wo if I brought other 
reports with mo. I said, "Yes. " 

TB& COWWs All right, 

fm WITNESS: I don't know which ones he was 
referring to. If he will toll vm- 9 X' 11 he able — 
SHI COUKP: These were other reports wade by 

you? 

Till WXTJSESSf Yes, X have other reports — no 
— well, raade over the phone, raaybe not written in 
my handwriting. But I have other reports. 

THE COURT: are theypertaining to these three 
days hero that we have been talking about? 

THIS WITNESS: Mo, sir. 

THE OUSTs no they pertain to days that are 
later in Hay, or earlier in May? 

THE rTXTWESB: Earlier in Hay, sir. 

THE OftUBT* You mean, prior to the 12th? 

Tim WITNESS e Yes , sir. 

m* GARRY: X would like to see them, your Honor. 
TIER COTHW* I*ps going to look at there. If X 
think they are pertinent, 1*11 lot you mm them, 
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and if they are prior to the 12th — 

GARWft t*i% rely on your Honor's juttnjscmt, 

9385 COURTs Let me mm them. Do you have them, 
Mr. Harklo? 

im* "mRKLJn: Are they here? They are in iff 
office. 

THE COURT* IBfeAl* brine? it hack at 2 s 00 
o'clock, 

MR. K&KKLEi Yes, sir* 

May I nlso ask the Court, under the authority 
of that case, and I Ifottlf! press it, that this, that 
if they are not turned over, that the jury have 
explained to thera what the purpose of the Statute 
is, because it looks like the State is trying to 
hide sown thi wj . 

X Iwvt* no objection to your Honor examining it. 

WSi COUW»s 1*11 take care of it at 2 s 00 
o'clock. 

(Whereupon, at It 05 T>. f-s. , the court recessed 
for lunch*) 
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(The court reconvened at 2:00 P. n„ ) 
TffiZ COURT t You raay take your seat, 
(The witness resumed the witness stand.) 
THE COOBTt All set? 
MP. MAFKLE? Yes, sir, 
THE COUP.T: Where is Mr. Garry? 
All set, counsel? 

MR. GARRY: You were going to look at sow® 
documents. 

THE COURT: 1 did. I'll tell you about it. 
Hold it, Sheriff. 

If they are ready, have their? come in. 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 2:03 P. M.) 

THE COUPTt All right, counsel, I have 
examined these reports. They run fro*s early in 
April through Hay 10th. There rnust be about IS 
of them. There is nothing in here pertaining to 
this case or anyone in this case, with one exception, 
Mr. Kackley's name is mentioned as being present, 
I think, three or four tines. Otherwise » there is 
no mention of anybody that has anything to do with 
this case, so I an going to return them to the 
officer. 

Now, Mr. Garry, you were working. 
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MR. QNWi Yes. 
TO?; COWPT: That's rights 
<3o ahead. 

And we had just marked the third report, the 
report of Hay 15th as Exhibit 31. 
BY MR. CARRY • 

0 Mr, Witness, I show you here Defendant Healed 
Exhibit Ho. 31, and I wonder if you would read what yon have 
there. 

A "10 m - 3; 30 PH. Function S Location, 207 W 87th 
St. Office Duty. Organizations , B.P.P., Ho. Persons, 24. 
Persons Identified and /or Descriptions, Jannet, Chyrl Spencer, 
Ife Be lagoon (Charleen) , John Bright (Akbar Shaba) , Leroy 
Smith (L.T. Smith) , *ayd Shakur, Rosemary Byrd, Rashid, Alex 
Packney, Yasin Ladston, Mitchell (Mitch) „ Steed Wallace, 
Marie Falls, Andrea Dabner, Roscoe Lee (Posaick) , Jesse Jaraes 
Rogers, iris? Moore, George, Landon (prev. naiaed as Lowell) , 
Cliff, a raale T?egro 19, 5*9 K , 160 pounds, dark complexion, 
Mary , and. a female 18, 5*4**, 105 pounds, Afro hair, dark. 

"10 m I arrived, at 2026 7th Ave. Office open 
at 10:10 PM. Persons on side present. Poscoe Lee, who was 
the officer of the day and so had the key to the office 
arrived at 10 s 10 AM and was cjsediately brought up in front of 
the cadre by aeorge and Landon (B.P. from Oakland) so we could 
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decide weather his excuse for being 10 nin. late was valid 
and if not what should be punishment. The cadre decided 
Roscoe's excuse was not valid and that he should get a ass 
kicking, so we proceed to kick his ass.* 

o Pho decided that? 

a The cadre, 

0 Mtet is the cadre? 

A Those are the people I refer to as us, the ones that 
were in the room, 

O Including Mr, Roscoe Lee, is that right? 

A The cadre? decided, weaning the rest of the people 
decided that his excuse wasn't valid, 

C> He voted for the same — he voted for him to get 
punishrnent, too, didn't he? 

A I don't x&mmrfo&r h%m voting, 

Q Did you vote? 

& Yes. 

Q T-?as this fry a show a" hands? 

A X think ■ it was a voice, you know, majority. Everyone 
said it, 

Q did anybody say, "No*? 

A X don't remember anyone saying "Ho, * 

Q All right, go ahead, 

fa As X was saying, "that he should get an ass kicking, 
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so we proceeded to kick his ass. 

W I was assigned desk duty and others wore assinned 
to various fcaafca like pointing the office , passing out 
leaflets, visiting stores to demand paint or contribution 
of food for the breakfast prorjraw. There was a message at 
the desk for Eayd frosra Sayeedia, which said she was coxng 
to be at 122st s Sfch Ave. all day. I also picked up Andrea *s 
license plate Ho. which is B.T8876. 

"I regained on desk duty untill 3s 30 PM when I left the 
office and proceeded to ay cover roora where X finished day. 

"Potes handon said that as of now all 13. P. will start 
moving into one area of llarleja somewhere in the vicinity of 
the office at 2026 7th Ave. This is the way its done in 
Oakland and this help prevent infiltrators. Marie Palls fi Xris 
Moore were waved to a location in area of the office unknown 
to m." 
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Q Now, you read & list of twenty-four people there, 
in that exhibit'? 

A X don*t know if there are twenty- four people, sir, 
I estimate twenty- four people were there, I put down the 
names that % knew. 

Q Whatever the number is , how many of those were 
known informers to you? 

MR. MAHRXE: I*m going to object as to that. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

MR. GARRY: Exception, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Exception may be noted. 

BY MR. GASKY: 

Q Ifow, you testified in what is eonsnonly called a 
conspiracy trial in New York, did you not? 

MR. MARKLE: I'm going to object to that, 
if the Court please. 

THE COURT; What Is your claim? 
MR. GARRY : What is ray claim? 
THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. CARRY : I want to go over some of his 
testimony. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

MR. GARRY: Exception, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Exception noted. 



BY m. GARRY: 

Q How may &ff those people,, whose names are on that 
Exhibit No. 31 , are people who were on trial in subse- 
quently on trial in the Mew York conspiracy? 

MR. MARKUS: Object to that, if the Court 
please. 

Xt*s no part of aiy direct. 

THE COURTS If he knows, X will let him answer 

it, 

TIE WITNESS: None o£ them. 

BY MR. GARRY: 

Q Do you know the number of people that were — of 
the names that you have read to us, which you approximator) 
somewhere around twenty- four or less, do you know whether 
any of thcra were informers? 

MR. MARKLE: Objection. 

THE COURT j Sustained. 

MR. GARRY: Exception. 

THE COURT: Exception may be noted* 

MR. GARRY: I have no further questions* 

NR. MAKKIJ5; No questions, your Honor. 

THE COURT: You may step down. 

(The witness %ms excused.) 
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FAS QUALE CARRIER! 
of 21 Fie Merest Lone* Hamden, Connecticut, having 
been called as a witness on rebuttal by the State, 
was duly sworn and testified &s follows: 



J 



DIRECT. EXAMINATION BY MR. .MARKLEt 

Q Sergeant, were you, on May 19 th, 1969, a member 
of the New Haven Police Pepartiaent? 
A Yes, sir, I was. 

Q And directing your attest ion to 5:50 P.M. , approx- 
imately 5:50 P.M. on the night of Kay 19, 1969, were you on 
duty in New Haven? 

A Yes, sir, I was. 
Q Inhere were you? 

HISS RORAMCK: Could I have the question 
and answer road , your Honor? 

THE COURT: It may be read. 

Imt question by Mr. Harkle of the 
witness, and the answer of this witness, wore 
read by the court reporter.) 

MISS ROHABACK: Thank you. 

by me. mmmt 

q And whom w/n&$ you with? 
V^/ A Sergeant P&store. 
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q And what , if anything, did you — question with- 
drawn. 

What location were you at at approximately that 

hour? 

A On Soring Street, near Hurlburt. 

MR. GARRY : Your Honor , this is a witness 
THE COURT: Wait a minute. 
Do you have objection? 
MR, GARRY : I have. 

THE COURT i I am going to excuse the jury for 
a moment. 

(The jury was excused at 2:15 P.M.) 

THE COURT: What is your claim here, Mr. 
Mnxkle? 

MR. MARKLE : My claim is, your Honor, that if 
I don't produce this witness , they will claim he 
in the only witness that was there with Sergeant 
Fa store at that hour on the night in question. 

THE COURT: This is rebuttal? 

MR. MARKLE: Yes , sir, because Gouthier got 
on the stand and said he couldn't have parked the 
car there , and I ara relating it to that point. 
Gouthier said a car could not have been parked at 
that location. It's rebuttal of Gouthier 8 s testi- 
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raony, and also that Miss White, both of whom said 
that they had parked the car on that street, and 
then there was also the claim — your Honor, they 
will argue that to rebut that I could have offered 
him and I didn't. 

Does your Honor have the New York reports 
there so I can return them? 

THE COURT: Yes, he forgot to take them. 

MR. MARKLE: And that's the nature of ray 
offer. 

THE COURT: You object? 

MR. GARRY: I do object. 

THE COURT: You object? 

MISS RORABACK: Yes, your Honor. 

I am also a little curious because , as I 
understood it, we recessed until today for out-of- 
state witnesses, and this one didn't come up until 
today. 

THE COURT: You object? 
MISS RORABACK: I do. 

THE COURT: I am going to sustain the objection. 

I don't think it's proper rebuttal. You could 
have put this witness on on direct examination as 
part of your main case, Mr. Markle , and I think 
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that's when he should have been put on. He was 
known to you, he was available , and whatever testi 
raony he has, he could have testified to that at 
that time, and this isnot proper rebuttal. 

The rule is that you don't put your case on 
piecemeal, you put your case-in-chief on and the 
defense are entitled to defend against that case- 
in-chief. You are permitted to rebuttal witnesses 
but I don't think this is a rebuttal witness. I 
think this man's testimony should have been part 
of your case-in-chief. 

MR. MARKLE: Might I just represent to the 
Court that there was a representation made that 
certain people would testify, and if they did not, 
it would have been proper rebuttal — they said 
there were people who would testify, and it is 
proper, I would respectfully submit, to rebut what 
Mr. Gouthier said about where the car Is and also 
what Miss White said, and that is rebuttal as to 
them directly, and if I choose to put hira on at 
this stage, it was only to see what would develop, 
to wait and see what kind of alibi they had. 

THE COURT: You may not mousetrap. 

I will sustain the objection. 



Carricri - direct 3430 

Take an exception, Mr. Markle, 
Call the jury. 

MB, 8 * 1ARKLE : I do take exception, your Honor. 
Might the witness be excused? 
THE COURT: Wait until the jury cornea in. 
(The jury returned to the courtroom at ?.. : 17 

P.M.) 

THE COURT: I sustained an objection, ladies 
and gentlemen. 

You may step 4mm a sir,. 

(The witness was excused.) 

MR. MAEKLE: The State rests, your Honor. 

THE COURT; All right. 

MISS RORABACK: I have no further evidence, 
MR. GARRY: Neither do I. 

THE COURT: Now, ladies and gentlemen, I am 
going to ask you to step out again for a few minutes 
while I confer with counsel. 

(The jury was excused at 2:18 P.M.) 

THE COURT: All right , counsel, would you 
approach the Bench here and let's see where we are. 

MR* GARRY: Would you rather we went in 
Chambers f 

THE COURT: I think wo. can do it as well right 
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(Discussion off the record between the Court 
and all counsel.) 



end tk. 
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MR. MARKLE : If your Honor please,, in view 
of the ruling, I move that the jury be taken to 
the premises in the night season, due to the fact 
that the last witness was not allowed to testify, 

THE COURT : I deny your motion. 

All parties haw rested. 

MR. MARKLE: May I take an exception? 

TIE COURT? Exception. 

Bring the jury in. 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 2:35 P.M.) 

THE COURT J "Ladies and gentlemen, I was con- 
ferring with counsel trying to work out schedules. 

First of all, for varying reasons , we do not 
want to start arguments on Monday, that is the 17th, 
so you will not come in on this Monday. 

You will come in on Tuesday, the 18th, at 
9:00 o'clock in the morning. 9:00 o* clock. We hope 
to finish arguments that day. I am sure we will. 
Counsel and I haves act up a little schedule so we 
will finish arguments on that day. Your lunch hour 
will probably be situated from 1:00 to 2:00 back to 
12:00 to 1:00 to accommodate arguments because it 
io bad to break up a person's argument in the middle 
for lunch , so v/e will probably do that . 
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So, ladies and gentlemen, on Tuesday, you 
will report at 9s 00 o'clock. He do hope everyone 
is here on time because it is a rather tight 
schedule and 1 am thinking of the other end of the 
day when everyone gets a little tired and I don * t 
want it extended at that point* 

On Wednesday, 1 will give you my charge as to 
what the law is and, again, I would like you to 
report at 9:00 o'clock so that I can get the charge 
in, perhaps , before lunch , and then you can start 
your deliberations after lunch. 

When you come on Wednesday, I would ask that 
you be prepared to stay the night « I am going to 
have to sequester you during your deliberation 
period, so bring whatever things you need. 

The sheriffs will meet you over in the parking 
lot and take care of your automobiles. I under- 
stand that you all park in the same lot over here. 

Is that right* Sheriff ? 

THE SHERIFF: I will take care of that. 



(Page 343£ follows; no omission. ) 
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THE COURT: They will take care of your auto- 
mobiles to see that they are stored safely over 
there, and take care of whatever bags you have 
with you or personal belongings so that they will 
be available at the end of the day for you. 

Your accommodations will be good and I think 
they will be as pleasant as any in the area. 
I will try to make you as comfortable as I can. 

That will be the schedule during the period of 
deliberation, however long it takes. 

Lunch; you will eat lunch here right in the 
courtroom. This courtroom will be cleared , and 
you will be able to leave the other room and come 
out here, and lunch will be brought in to you , and 
we will get a list in the taoralng when you come in. 

Coffee; be sure to bring coffee in about the 
middle of the morning and the middle of the after- 
noon, Sheriff. 

we will work, insofar as your deliberations 
are concerned — sometimes courts send you out to 
dinner and bring you back at night to deliberate 
until 10:00 or 10:30 at night. I think that that's 
just too long a day for anybody* so you will start 
your deliberations each morning when you are brought 
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down here at 9s 00, and, as I say, an hoar at noon 
for lunch, and then you will continue until 6:00, 
but then you will be through for the day. You 
wilt be brought out to your quarters and be able 
to relax a little bit. I don't think it is fair 
to people to press them by bringing them back at 
night and have them start over again. People get 
tired; I do, too. 

So that's the schedule. 

I will do my best to make you as comfortable 
as 1 can, make it as comfortable as I can for you. 
I don't think there is anything more I need to tell 
the ladies and gentlemen now. 

Counsel , do you have anything that I missed ? 

MISS RORABACK: No. 

MR, MARKLE: No, sir. 

THE COURT: All right , ladies and gentlemen. 
You are excused now until Tuesday morning at 9:00 
o'clock. 

1 will repeat again and, of course, it becomes 
very important now that you not discuss this matter 
with anyone. You will have all the time you need 
to discuss It among yourselves when you start your 
deliberations, so stay away from any news stories 
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in the press or magazines or books or anything 
concerning this cage or any of the people or the 
Panther Party, their officers or officials, any 
thing concerning any connected case, stay away 
froia it j and no news broadcasts, of course , on 
either television or radio and stay away from 
those, too. 

Then when you come in here, after I charge 
you on Wednesday, you will be able to decide this 
case on the evidence that you have heard right 
from this witness box here and that's what you 
are supposed to do. 

All right . 

So have a pleasant weekend, and I will see 
you all on Tuesday morning at 9:00 o'clock. 

Did somebody have a question? 

A JUROR; If we are to be prepared to stay one 
night , if we go into «©re than one night — 

THE COURT: I don't know. It will be up to 

you. 

A JUROR: What I m asking, ray situation is 
different if I a® alone in terms of 

THE COURT: We will work out something, so if 
anyone needs something it will be brought to them. 



We will cross that bridge when wo come to it. 

Whatever anyone needs , let the sheriff know. 
He v>ill be in charge of you, of course. 

I will say this. When you do reach your 
quarters for the night, you will be able to call 
your family and let them know where you are in 
case of emergency or anything like that . 

We know how to do it. You will be all right. 

Have a pleasant weekend. I will see you all 
on Tuesday morning at 9:00 o'clock. 

(The jury was excused at 2; 60 P.M.) 

THE COURT: All right , we will prepared to 
adjourn until Tuesday rooming at 9:00 o'clock. 

MK. GARRY ♦ Can we have about twenty minutes , 
Judge? 

THE COURT: All right. 

We will clear the courtroom so that counsel 
can have l conference* 

(The court adjourned at 2:42 P.M.) 
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(The court opened at 9:10 A. M. ) 
THE C017RT: Good morning, everyone. 
All set, counsel? 
MR. MARKLE: Yes. 
MISS RORABACK: Yes. 

THE COURT: All right. Call the jury. 

(Whereupon , the jury was summoned. ) 

THE COURT: Good morning , ladies and gentlemen. 
I trust everyone had a pleasant weekend. 

I suppose I should explain to you just what the 
schedule is. The State , Mr. Markle, will have the opening 
argument B and lie will also have the closing argument* That's 
because the burden of proof in an the State. Now, 1 suspect 
that his argument will probably run somewhere close to 10j30^ 
at which time we will have a break for coffee. And then 
Miss Roraback will finish up the rest of the rooming session. 
And then we will have lunch, and I expect that that will be 
sometime around 12:00 in the afternoon. After lunch, Mr. Garry 
will go first with his argument, to be followed by the closing 
argument of Mr. Markle . 

All right, Mr. Markle? 

MR. MARKLE: Thank you, your Honor. 

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury: It is my 
task at this time to try to summarize the evidence , and what 
the State has claimed to have proved. The reason I get the 
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opening, as the Judge indicated to you, and the closing 
argument, is because the burden of proof is on the State, as 
it should be, to prove beyond a reasonable doubt those facts 
which are alleged in the information and the indictments here. 

First of all, if I misstate a fact, or if the 
defense misstates a fact, or it is not your recall of what 
the facts were, I'm going to ask you to bear in mind that it 
is your recall of the facts , and not our recall, that counts. 

Secondly, I'm going to ask that you bear in 
mind the admonition, and the request that I made to you when 
you were in that witness box, yourself, and when we asked, 
whether or not you could give the State a fair trial? 

going to start, also, by telling you what 
I think this case is not about — because I think it's 
important that we establish the box within which this case 
is being tried. This case is not a case involving Police 
against Panthers. The case is not a case of Whites against 
Blacks. This case is, surely and strictly, a case of the 
killing of Alex Rackley, a killing that was as senseless as 
any killing you've ever heard of, a killing as needless as 
any killing that you've ever heard of. It's a traditional 
kidnapping resulting in death, and a traditional murder case, 
a traditional binding case. 

The conspiracy counts are important, because 
conspiracy, by our own law, raeans that when store than one 



person joins together with another in an act, that act, 
directed towards a criminal purpose , becomes more, dangerous 
to the society that we live in to you and mo — to the 
Alex Rackleys — because it means there is wore than one 
person carrying out the act. And that* a why the conspiracy 
allows you to tell exactly what happened here. 

And 1 want to toll you that this is not a 
ease in which we are involved with Panther ideology. The 
Ten Point Program, there is much of it that I could — and I*m 
sure, you could — agree with. We are not talking about 
Panther ideology , because they never talked to Alex Rack ley 
about the ideology off the Party, they never talked to hisn 
about any of those thoughts . The only thoughts they had were 
whether or not he had intelligence concerning the Panther 21, 
the arrest of the 21 Panthers in New Mbrk and the Karen ga 
outfit, and the relationship of Brothers, and others , to it. 

So, that * s what we are talking about. 

We are not talking about the Panthers against 
the Police. We are not talking about Blacks against Whites. 
We are not talking about Panther ideology. We are talking 
about Panther practices: What they actually did in May of 
1969. I'ra talking also only of people and their actions in 
May of 1969, because that is the relevant time. Way of 1969. 

1*11 start by telling you that there is no 
question, .1 don f t think there's any question that Mr. Rack ley 
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was viciously killed in that swampland by George Sams , by 
Lonnie McLucas, by Warren xirabro, and that they, the killing 
was assisted in by Ericka Htaggins — and 1*11 tell you why — 
and the order was given them by Bobby Seals — and I* 11 tell 
you why. 

But bear in wind that no one in this entire 
organization acted on his own in May of 1969. 

Let me just review the facts with you as they 
cane out. Basically, in Hay of 1969, on or about May 12th, 
you have suddenly Landon Williams, a Field Marshal from the 
West Coast, appearing in Mew York at the Harlem Chapter, and 
he takes command. He is accompanied by George Sams at that 
time. He go to the very next day, May 13th , Tuesday, and they 
appear again at the Harlera Chapter, Landon William and Rory 
Hithe — I*» sorry, Landon Williams and George Sams, and at 
that time and place George Sams and Landon Williams are present. 
And Landon Williams conducts a political education class in 
New York. Thnre'n no question about it. And if there is any 
question about it, then I would ask you to look at, and I 
believe it's Defendant Seale's Exhibit 30, which was put in 
for all of the effect, which shows that at that time and at 
that place, Landon Willi ares carried down a message from the 
Central Committee, I think according to Officer Ashwood, and 
the message that came down was as minute and small as, "Move 
in — pull yourself in because there's infiltrators. Do not 



use your slave names." He*s carrying that message from the 
Central Committee In Oakland to Hew York, 

Ami that very night they come down to How Haven , 
that very same night, Landon Williams and George Sans, to 
meet Kiiabro and to be taken to Kricka Huggins * house, 

How, Ericka Huggins is a symbol at that time. 
Her husband lias been killed by Black Nationalists. He's a 
member of the Party. He's got to be — she's got to be 
someone that they look up to. She is, without a question , 
the senior female Black Panther in the New Haven area. She 
is, in point of fact, by Landon Williams * own admission to 
that political education class that he subsequently conducts 
on that Thursday night, she is the "only Panther* in New Haven. 
And, ladies and gentlemen, if there's any question about 
that, let me take you back to her testimony, where she says, 
the Panthers from Oakland are going to open an office here 
in Connecticut. And who do they contact in the whole State 
of Connecticut to assist the two men they are sending up from 
National? They contact Kricka Huggins. And they put her in 
touch, and they put the people that they are sending up in 
touch with her, with Jose Gon salves and Lonnie McLucas, a 
person who we are told is a Captain, Gonsalvas is a Captain 
in the alack Panther Party in February of 1969. 

She is put in touch with him, and Lonnie McLucas, 
who is a Lieutenant in the Black Panther Party. There is no 
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question about that. And she works with then and she conducts 
political education classes once a week. 

And, eventually, they co:-\e to New Haven, and 
they open a Chapter hero. ?Jow, who does National — California 

call in all of Connecticut, all of the East Coast to help 
start a Chapter here? Ericka Kuggins. If she is not a member 
and in good standing, and someone that they want to know about, 
and someone that they are concerned with, why her, of all 
people? And she helps thera get it started. There's no 
question about it. She helps them get it started. She 
conducts these political education classes. 

What happens then in May of 1969, approximately 
on that Thursday? The same pattern is exactly repeated. 
Tuesday they copse to see her, Landon William and George Sama. 
Now, we are told, there's no question, I don't boliove, that 
they are here to straighten out the East Coast Chapter. So, 
on that particular day c on that day, the second day they are 
in the Bast Coast as far as we can fix thera — and we have 
heard nothing to refute that, — they cowe to New Haven to 
raeet with Ericka Muggins . She confirms to Warren Kimbro 
their authority. They raeet in her apartment on that Tuesday 
night* 

There is Ericka Huggins , there is Landon 
Williams , there is George Sams , and there's Lonnie McLucas, 
and there's a Panther in training, Warren Klwbro. There are 
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four people there, three of whom are — four of whom — there 
are five people, I'ra sorry — • five people there , four of whom 
are absolutely in the Panther Party, no question about it, 
not in training but recognized Panthers. 

All right. That's on that Tuesday. Then, the 
next thing we have that happens that we know of is on Thursday , 
Landon Williaras reappears in New Haven, Landon Williams the 
Field Marshal who's been sent to straighten out the Kast Coast, 
appears in New Haven. First he conducts a political education 
class in Hew York. We know that by officer Ashwood. But now 
he coraes here. And he tells the New Haven Chapter that they 
cannot support the Mam Clayton Powell rally. He tells thera 
what they can, and cannot do. He's in the company of 
Mrs. Huggins. lie stays here. And then he gets a phone call 
and they go to Hew W-Mh* Now, who goes to New tork of all the 
people that were in the New Haven Chapter? Warren Kimbro 
drives Ericka Huggins to New York. George Saras and Landon 
Williams go in a separate car. To do what? To pick up Rory 
Hi the, who's got the .45, to bring hlra back to New Haven. 

Now, I submit to you it's beyond comprehension 
that — there they are in New York , and there's no question, 
according to Warren Kirabro * s testiiaony, that they take that 
.45 and they place it in the vehicle. And they bring it back 
here to New Haven. And there • s a misfiring, and then , I admit 
there ' s a conflict in testimony as to who fixes the gun, whether 
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it's Hi the, according to Kimbro, or Saras, according to Saras. 
But the weapon , there's no question about. The weapon, the 
. 45 is brought to Hew Haven by Rory Hi the, who's com© on 
from the West Coast* 

And we are suddenly beginning to get a pattern 
of activity. Into New Haven comes , now, Rory Hi the with the 
.45. We've got Landon Williams, and we've got George. Saras. 
How, I want you to place yourself in terras of the rank and 
file members of the Party who have observed all of this, the 
people who are at the Kimbro apartment. Maude Francis, the 
fifteen year old, Rose Smith, the fifteen year old, Loretta 
Luckes, all Panthers in training? Margaret Hudgins , George 
Edwards, all the Panthers that we are told about that are 
in training at that time. And what do they see? They 
constantly see the senior woman Panther in the company of 
Landon Williams, the Field Marshal , Rory Hi the, the man that 
came out of Oakland, also, George Sams, Landon Williams' 
assistant, they see her constantly during those days with 
those people. 

On Friday, even Friday, Rory Hi the. Warren 
Kimbro and Bricka Huggins go to Choate School. So the man 
fro** National, the man from Oakland is always in her company . 
They've got to be impressed with this. They've got to feel 
and know that this is one woman that the Panthers trust, that 
National trusts, that the Central Committee trusts. Why? 
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Because why wasn't Rose Smith, Loretta Luckes , Margaret Hudgins, 
one of the other women , included? Why is it always , throughout 
the pattern of activity, Ericka Huggins and the rest of the 
men? This woman , that's so intimidated by men? 

All right. Then we are told that they bring 
that nan back , and that each stage of the proceedings — 
we get through Friday , we get to Saturday. Now, Saturday 
there's a political education class conducted. Ho question 
about it. By whom? By Rory Hi the from Oakland, by Ericka 
Huggins,and sometimes by Warren Kiribro. But what is the 
Panthers in training, what is the message they get? Rory 
Hi the — Ericka Hxiggins ~- Oakland. What are they told? 
Margaret Hudgins told you what they were told, they were told 
that if they saw Gonsalves, they were to bring hire to the 
office. They were to hold him and bring hiwi to the office. 

And we have been told about Saris. That one 
of the purposes of coraing up here was to straighten out the 
East Coast and to secure and to locate Gonsalves. And that's 
the major function and purpose of Hithe being on the East 
Coast. That* s why he carae up. That's why he's here. He 
tells that cadre there, "If you see that man Gonsalves, hold 
him and bring hiw to the office." Why? What is his concern, 
coining out of Oakland all the way to the Bast Coast for one 
roan, if it's sorae minor infraction? And bear in nind we are 
told that when Gonsalves had misconducted himself once before. 
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he was expelled from the Party, for being abusive to women , 
for being hard to handle. He was expelled from the Party, 
SO why were they interested in May of 1969? 

I submit to you it wan in point of fact May 17th 
mm the significant date in the Rack ley case. Why were they 
interested in this man? Why is Consalves even mentioned? 
He's been expolled, according to Mrs. Huggins, been expelled 
from the Party. The local Central Committee had a meeting — 
and look how easy when they want, they can expel a member If 
they want when it's just the local Party? but the minute 
Oakland comes into it, the minute National comes into it, 
you've got a twist, you've got a strange change. And I'm, 
again I'm not talking about the ideology of the Party. I'm 
talking about petty, internal politics. People wanting and 
striving for power. "Find out who's the infiltrator." 

And so, what do v;e have on that night? 
Alex Rackloy is brought up. Who does he come up to Hew Haven 
with? Who do the cadre, the people in training, see Alex 
Rackley come up with? David Brothers, the Deputy Chairman 
of the New York Chapter, Zayd Shakur, the Deputy Minister of 
Information for the entire Hew York Chapter, three sisters, 
all of whom have positions in the Party. 

And in addition to that, you have Landon 
Williams, George Sams, the people, the Field Marshal from 
Oakland coming up with Alex Rackley, and Rory Hi the is here, 
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the man from Oakland. 

Now, why New Havenj Why do they bring this 
humble, hardly-educated man here to Hew Haven, out of his 
milieu, our of his environment? Out of where he knows he 
should be? To halp do things concerning the rally? To help 
gat out on the streets of Hew Haven and do tilings? I mean, 
it defies your imagination . Other than, the sole purpose was 
to dupe him into coning to New Haven. For what purpose? To 
interrogate him. Just as George Sams has been told by Landon 
Williams , "We" 11 get him up there , we 9 11 interrogate him." 
And that's the purpose of bringing hiia here. Is he going to 
go out on the streets of Hew Haven, a town that he does not 
know, never been here, and sell papers? Is he going to stay 
in that house and roll posters? Did you hear anything from 
David Brothers , the Panther, or Shakur, as to why he was 
brought up here, or any of the sisters who were Panthers. 
You don't hear anything about that. But you do hear from the 
State's case, you do hear Sams say why th<3y brought him here, 
Kiwbro say why they held him here, and Ericka Huggins admit 
in her own testimony that there was talk of the infiltration 
of the Panther 21, and what was being done. 

But, jet the picture that hits the cadre, get 
the picture that's demonstrable, get what we can prove : Ericka 
Huggins is there. According to Maude Francis on that very 
night, she, Maude Francis, is given an order by George Sams 



to seduce Alex Rack ley, to get information concerning there* 
Maude Francis, that beguiling, innocent, fifteen year old, 
who took the stand, that we had to bring back from New Jersey, 
that child tells us fro® the stand that there was present at 
that tine, that conversation , Ericka Hugglna and Warren Xirabro 
— and that • a just what Sams told us. Saras told us first that 
he had so been instructed by Landon Williams, that this was 
one of the things he was to do. And then he gives instructions 
to Ericka Huggins , and she gives them to Maude Francis. And 
Ericka Huggins confirms that, she says she did give instructions 
to Maude Francis. And the instructions are what? 

Here is a fifteen year old girl from New Jersey, 
a child that for three months , at a minimum, three months at 
a mininum, Ericka Huggins has been in almost daily contact, 
and yet she tells us from the stand she didn't know she was 
fifteen. She tells us she didn't know she was fifteen until 
after they were arrested. She only knew that she was from 
Mew Jersey. 

What kind of compassion? What kind of under- 
standing , what kind of feeling is it that you take a child 
that you don't even really know and give her this assignment? 

How, I e a not opting, and I'm not talking on 
behalf of George Sams. He's pled guilty. He's pled guilty 
to second degree. He's told you what the penalty is for that. 
I'm not opting for George Sams. I didn't choose — and when I 



13 

say, "I," I mean myself, the State, which 1 represent, and 
Alex Rack ley, whom 1 speak for — we did not ch ooae George 
Saras to come east. Ask yourselves, who sent him east in Hay 
of 1969? Ask yourselves, was it the State? And the victira? 
Who sent him to New Haven in May of 1969? Ask youself , was 
it the State, and Alex Rackley? Who brought him up here on 
that Saturday night? Just ask yourself that. Who sent Sams 
here? Who brought hits here? Is Landon Williams nothing 
any more? Have we written hira off? Is he not the Field Marshal 
of the Black Panther Party? 

And he brings Saras on at every time. And who 
leaves Saras here? And who leaves Alex Rackley here? David 
brothers, Zayd Shakur, Landon Williams, and Rory Hi the. Because, 
what do they do? The assignment is given to the child to 
sleep with Alex Rackley. Ericka Muggins testified that she 
drove off froia that house with Landon Williams and Rory Hi the. 
She left that child there with the man she knew nothing about. 
She didn't know whether Rackley was a madman, whether he was 
a humble person she knew nothing about Rackley at that time. 

One of the tragedies of this case is the lack 
of dignity that was extended to Rackley. Because, no place, 
through this entire four days that he*s held there, do the 
people that tortured him, do the people that held him, do the 
people that murdered him, do the people that didn't feed him, 
do the people that didn't let him use the bathroom — to these 
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people in this house, not one of them knew Alex Rack ley •» 
last name, tod that's the testimony. Remember Margaret 
Hudgins saying that? They didn*t even know his last name. 

And, there he is, Saturday night, left with 
the fifteen year old. All right. We now look back, and put 
yourself in the minds and the ntate of the what do 

they see? They see the assignment being given, they see 
Maude Francis being assigned to do this. And who leaves , 
and with whom? Bricka Huggins leaves with Landon Williams, 
and Rory Hi the, the Field Marshal, the gun runner. Does 
anybody say anything to hira? Does anybody say, "Walt a 
minute . I don f t like this order that George Sams gave*? 
Is there any words from anyone? You've got to answer that 
"No," because no one protests. 

They are going to tell you that Ericka Huggins 
came up and said , "Why did she have to sleep with him?" Well, 
if she can ask that question of George Saras — the man she f s 
so terrified of — why can't she ask that question of the 
Field Marshal, Landon Williams? And yet they are silent, 
the record is silent as to what happens there. 

And so, they would have you believe, through 
this whole thing that Alex Rackley died by the silent assent 
of all of them, and the only culprits were George Saras, 
Warren Kimbro, and Lonnie McLucas« No one else lifts a 
finger — • that's what they would have you believe — or a 
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voice. They sat there through this whole thing, and bear 
that in mind , with their eyes, silent, clostadf with their 
ears, closed? with their hands in their pockets , not moving; 
with their mouths taped — that's what they would have you 
believe — ant! their hearts frozen, because they don't move, 
none of thera — not one person mouses to assist this man. 
But does everybody move to harm him? To take a piece of the 
sacrificial lamb? 

Let's go to Sunday. What happens? Ericka 
Huggins voluntarily returns to the Kimbro apartment. And with 
her cones her child. Now, mind you, she's told you she's 
terrified the night before. But she comes back. And I would 
ask you to bear in wind that this man that terrified everybody 
— did Margaret Hudgins says that she even noticed him on 
Saturday night when she came there? She did not. That's the 
first girl we put on, the first woman, the first witness. 
Did she say that she was terrified of him? Did she even say 
she saw aim on that Saturday night — and she did see the 
sisters and brothers from Hew York — no, she did not, I 
submit. 

So, now we come to Sunday morning. Sunday 
morning, Ericka Huggins brings her child back there, a six 
month old child into the house , where she is terrified of 
a man who is a "wild raan." Or, does she bring her back 
because, as I would submit, she is carrying out Party functions? 
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She is functioning as a Party member. She wants to be there. 
Because f af'o-a- all, if you are so alarmed, if you are so 
putt down, if you are so fearful, why wouldn't you take the 
child to Mr, and lira. Huggins , Sr.'s house, and at loast leave 
her there? Or say to Margaret Hudgins, "Margaret, you're 
r; trying here with iae« Keep the child here," Give rae 
demonstrable, give tae something demonstrable that I can talk 
to yon about, something that I can say in mitigation. It's 
hard to believe that a woman would partake in these types of 
acts that you hear about in tills case, but give me something 
demonstrable. Give roe something that can be said, something 
I can hand onto, a hanger that says, "Ericka Huggins wasn't 
as the tape portrayed her — she was different." 

If she said to her mother-in-law, "Take the 
baby, you've got to help me here,* if she said to Margaret 
Hudgins , "Don't let your children go back to that apartment, 
don't take ray child back there, stay away from that apartment." 
Does that take inner strength? What's the fear there , to leave 
that child on Hurlburt Street, away from Sams? That's 
demonstrable, that's something % <wn tnlk to you about, that's 
something they could say to me, "Mr. Markle, here's something," 
that's something they can say to you, ladies and gentlemen s 
"This is an act of fear." 

Now, when she gets on the stand, aftor the body 
has been found — not — af tar murder is out — after we've 
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heard the testimony — for the first tires then do we hear, 
and thai • as a fa<-t, that she was terrified of Sams and dldn • t 
join him. Mot once, not one act of compassion in the entire 
four days that we talked about, not one act of kindness to 
this wan. Not one demonstrable act. 

I know it* a tough to believe. You don't want 
to believe it. I don't want to believe it. You don't want 
to believe it when you hear the tapes , but listen to the 
tapes, and ask yourself, in there ask yourself truthfully , 
on the tapes, which is, that is the best proof you have of 
what Ericka Hugging was in those days of Hay, 1969, ask 
yourself honestly: Can you tell roe that the State cannot 
prove that she participated in the bindings? Can you say 
that honestly, that she was terrified, on that tape whan she 
says to this victim *— now, mind you, he's there, and don't 
forget what's being taught to the cadre all of this time. 
Who goes downstairs with the victim? Who's in the living 
room? Who did the young girls see? Who do these young girls 
see administering that beating? They see Saras, George Saras, 
Warreh Kimbro. And who do they see go down the basement? 
Do any of them go down? Haude Francis, Margaret Hudgins, 
Rose Smith, Prances Carter, Carol Smith — any of the other 
woman go down? Absolutely not. Who goes down? Ericka 
Huggins. It's hard to believe — but it happened. And it 
happened because we can prove it, and we can prove it because 



we have the tape. 

And she goes down there. Hw, this nan is 
being tortured brutally, ffo question about it. But, again, 
I repeat to you, the State and Alex Rackley didn't bring 
George Sams into that house « The State and Alex Rackley 
didn't get him to go get the hot water and get those people 
to participate. The state and Alex Rackley did not bring 
Ericka Huggins down there to interrogate the man, to put her 
voice on that tape, to give it the stamp of approval, to 
say to this poor roan, who's held there, "Don't cry out," 
"We don't believe you in your reading," We don't — do this, 
and we don't — do that, and, "Sit down, motherfucker, and 
keep still. - We don't hear anything about a gun on the tape. 
We don't hear anything about fear on the tape. 

But, I'm going to ask you, when you get in that 
room, when you start your deliberations if you really want to N 
believe that king of a story, that she was terrified at that 
time, listen to the tape, and listen to her tone of voice, j 
Listen to her tone of voice when she gets to the period notj 
too far into the tape where she says, "So then the brother 

f 

got some discipline, you know, in the areas of the nose and 

! 

mouth, and the brother began to show* — and listen to the 
pitch of her voice when she says, — "cowardly tendencies,* 
*and he began to whimper and iaoan.* 

And tell roe, you heard Saras testify, is this 
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his language on this opening of the tape? X& it his language 
that»3 used here? Would it please him if she just said, 
you know, "We decided he was a phony." But, no, she's got to 
tell us exactly what kind of phony he was; she •a got to say, 
•and I kicked him.* 

Now, what affect does that have on these people 
in that house? This cadre? It has this effect. That very 
Sunday morning, having known about the assignment of Maude 
Francis — because everything traveled from this house, you've 
heard that — • they knew the gun went off, they knew he had 
been tortured with hot water , people who didn't see her, at 

Muggins* What does she da? She puts her baby down, and then 
she comas into the living rocsm. And she says Alex Rackley 
"was sleeping in the office, that is , a house that w® use as 
an office, and I kicked him, and said, • Mo titer fucker, wake up, 
because we don't sleep in the office, and we relate to reading 
or getting out. •* Now, the first act that the cadre sees, the 
first act that starts this torture and this binding, is 
performed by this woman — coldly, calmly it starts. She 
kicks him. Not, as she would have you believe, nudge him, 
kicks him. She doesn't sav« m 1 midaed hira«* she doesn't sav, 
"I nudged his foot,* she doesn't say, "I tapped hire.* She 
says, "I kicked him and said, 'Motherfucker, wake up, because 
we don't sleep in the office, and we relate to reading or 



getting out. '• 

And then, what happens? He picks up a book* 
That's Iter testimony. If she wanted to emphasize what George 
Sams, how strong she was on his aide to impress him on the 
tape, as she said, as she would have you understand, wouldn't 
she have said, "And X threw a book at him"? But she doesn't 
say that. She says it just as it went downs "And so Brother 
Alex picked up a book, selected military writings of Mao Tse 
Tung. • He picked it up, that's on the tape, that's 
demonstrable, that can be proven. She was there. She is 
telling you what happened i not, "I threw it at hlra. " That 
would have wade her a big man in the eyes of Sans, according 
to her, she wanted everything to please Saras. But, instead, 
she said exactly what happened* He picked it up, he began 
to read. And then she was talking to George , and Warren, 
and then he couldn't read, and they asked him why? What was 
he reading? "And then the brother got some discipline." 

How, recall what Maude Francis told you. She 
told you that's the way it started. It started over reading. 
That Ericka Muggins walked in and started it — not George 
Sams, as cruel as he was — not George Sams. He did not 
start it at that point. Mot Warren Kimbro. But Ericka Huggi 
And then they go downstairs, she's there throughout the tape. 
She's there throughout the torture. I can't understand when 
she left, but she says .she vmlked upstairs at one point. 
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We XI, what does she do when she walks upstairs? 
Go to a phone? Call somebody for help? Look for assistance? 
Leave the house? Tait© herself out, grab her baby, run? 
She said, by her own tostircony, she talks in the living room 
for a few minutes and then goes back downstairs. That's the 
woman that's nauseated, that's in fear, that's scared to death. 

All right. And then they go through taking him 
upstairs, and I*m not going to relate it. I beg you to play 
this tape in there, and tell me if you think that it was 
something that she was told to do by George Saws? or whether 
or not this is her free and voluntary act, and it is exactly 
the way it went down? This, as I told you, is deraonstrable 
evidence. Is it George Saws' language, really, that "He was 
adting like a coward and acting like a non-Panther, and as I 
said before, he was lying, and he kicked m, and began to cry 
real tears." Is that George Sams' language? "And we stood him 
up in the rd idle of the floor"? Isn't that what Maude Francis 
told you? Isn't it just the way it went down on this tape? 
And then, she says to him, "We knew he was lying. We asked 
him about it. We asked hi® to read. I believe in initiative." 
She didn't believe hira, and you heard that from the stand, 
she did not believe that the >Jew York brothers did not teach 
him to read. 

There he wa3, grasping for a straw, and she 
cuts it right out of his hand. All the milk of human kindness. 



all the nurturing that womanhood is taught — she cuts it 
right out. If he had a prayer at that time, a hope, a faint 
inkling — can you really , truthfully, tell me that she is 
helping him there? She did not believe that the New York 
Chapter had not bothered to teach this roan to read. And she 
puts it down on that tape. She says, "We knew he was lying. 
We then stood hits up in the middle of the floor and asked him 
if he wanted to be a Panther," and, here, "This was a 
disgrace." And then she said, "They didn't have time to teach 
him how to read, and, see, I believe in initiative, being 
able to do things, finding these necessary." 

And remember, "finding these necessary," she 
testified on the stand that she told Maude Francis to use, 
to get the information from Rackley by any means necessary. 
And it wasn't until the next day — I asked her what her 
instructions to Maude Francis were, and she said, "By any 
means necessary* — and the next day they asked her if she 
really meant that, and she said, "Ho." Here we see again , 
• finding these necessary," because she didn't believe he could 
read, she didn't believe that he could read, they believe that 
he was an informant at first because they thought he could. 
Then , when he denied that the Party in New York had even 
paid attention to his, they got even more angry on the state- 
ment. That's what the point is. 

And, again, I say to you, what Is it that these 
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people believe? These people in the basement? What do they 
say and what do they do? What* a on the tape as against what 
they claim on the stand? 

And, so, we go to the next stage. What does 
this nauseated, sick, frightened, depressed woman do? What 
do these good Panthers in training do? They get in the car 
and they go to the Adam Clayton Powell rally, where they 
protest against Adam Clayton Powell. Now, is that an act of 
compassion? Of understanding? Alex Rackley Is lying upstairs 
in the bedroom, he's been left there , at the best, if we 
believe it, with Rose Smith and Maude Francis — and I submit 
to you, also McLucas and Edwards -~ and he's left in that 
room in a tortured condition. He* a left burnt. He's left 
beaten. And he is ordered, by Sams — no question about it 
•Stay on that second floor." Is there anyone that doesn't 
know what's happened to him in that house? Everybody knows. 
Every child in that house knows. Every adult in that house 
knows. Because he's been mmahtfl through the kitchen on two 
occasions. He's been beaten in the living rooia. He's been 
taped in the basement. Margaret Hudgins said she heard screams, 
hollering, screams. Is there anyone in that house that doesn't 
know what's happened? 

And what do we hear from Ericka Muggins? 
Prom Warren Kimbro? And from George Sams? They drove to 
Hartford to attend an Adam Clayton Powell rally. And what 
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d© they do? Do they just go to the rally and then rush back 
to take car® of Rackley? Mr. Rackley is lying in that bed now 
tortured, feverish, beat, n ~ a mm wiped out of humanity. 
And. what do they do? They haye -'upper., have a political 
education class. And that* a why I say I'm not interested in 
the ideology, it's the practices that we are concerned with. 
They have a political education class, and they drive back to 
New Haven, and when they get back here they go upstairs. And 
who goes upstairs? Ericka Huggins, Landon Williams »« first 
Ericka Huggins, Warren Kirabro, George Saras, McLucas. They 
look at the victira. They tie him up, preliminarily. Who 
walks in? L*.;.' , on WilLUisns and Story Hi the. This is the first 
time now that they see this, Landon Williams, Rory Hi the. 

Ericka Huggins says she's upstairs on the 
second floor, she doesn't go in that roora — I don't care — 
she knew. The cadre sees her go upstairs, they know she goes 
upstairs where the major figures in the Panther Party are, 
where Landon Williams is, where Rory Hithe is, and, after all, 
the Field Marshal is up there, George Saws is up there, all of 
these people are up there, McLucas is up there. And they look 
and there's no question about that, that they look at the 
victim. And they decide, Landon WilMaras decides , this wan 
isn't tied securely enough. Get the coat hangers . 

And it is at this stage, on this Sunday night, 
ladies and gentlemen, that that coat hanger, that hanger that 



we subsequently take from the victim's neck, that hanger is 
taken, that hanger is placed on the neck of the victim ~ 
and you'll have it in the jury room. And is that an act of 
human kindness? Is that anything anybody can understand? 
Is that something that doesn't wake you scream out? That 
hanger around the neck? 

And what happens with that? He's tied to the 
bed, he's secured to the bed, he's left there. What's the 
lesson — what's the joining — what's the knowing to everyone 
in the house? That Landon 11 lianas, Ericka Huggins, Rory 
Klthe, George Saras, Lonnie Mc&ucas, Warren Kimbro have been 
upstairs to see that victim. And what's the lesson after they 
leave and have seen that victim? That that victim is now 
secured tightly to the bed with a hanger. 

Ho one feeds him. No one cares for him. No 
one ministers to his needs. Prom Sunday night through all 
of Monday, through all of Tuesday , until they take him to his 
death, that man languishes in that , bed* And we are asked 
to believe that she didn't join in this conspiracy. We are 
asked to believe that ah© did not partake in the binding down 
in that cellar. Mow, re&enber, when they were in that base** 
went, this man was tied up, this man was tied up and held 
and tortured and she was present. She says she doesn't 
remember the bindings. Now, isn't that a convenient lapse 
of nonory? Because when a mm, when the hot water wa» thrown 
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on him — and I • -nsked her what happened she said ha lept 
up, and the chair lopt up with him. She had to observe him 
tied. And all of the witnesses said he was tied, and she 
saw it. What was the purpose of that tying up? To find out 
the information, That* s your binding. That's bindings Tied 
up to find out the information, tied up to be held here to 
be kidnapped, tied up to be held there until further orders 
came fron "on high." And tied up in the bedroom for the same 
reason again 3 Tied up to be held until the "big man* came 
and gave the order? tied up, just as Landon Williams later 
tells George Sams, and also Warren Kiwbro, that he's got to be 
held until Seale conies, until Bobby gives the order. That's 
what he was told, and that happens on that Sunday night. 

Now, what happens on that Sunday night is that 
they go down the basement. Landon Willi aits, Kory Uithe, and 
these people, and they listen to the tape, and they hear the 
tape. Now they hear the anguish of the voice. She is in the 
house, she knows they heard the tape. Is there any demonstrable^ 
anything X can show you, anything concrete that says she then 
went to Landon Williams and Rory Hi the and said, "I've had 
enough. You've got to help me.* Hot a bit, not one thing 
that's concrete. I know it's difficult — > and I stress it — 
to believe that a woman could do this. But can you tell me 
one thing that she did do at that stage? 

And that Sunday night, that Sunday night they 
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nave that discussion dawn the basement, and we are told at that 
time «w< at that place by Landon Williams, that he is convinced 
that this man is an informant, and he shows them the indictment 
slip, and he tells thera he has to be held, and he has to be 
held until Chairman Bobby gets there. And he's heard the tapes 
now, and he 8 a seen the vie tin. And so, we go to how — wh^re 
did they go from there? And isn't it a fact that the testiwny 
is that after that Brick a Huggins goes back to the apartment 
in the company of Landon Williams, and Rory Hi the? And isn't 
it a fact that on that night McLucas returns to the apartment 
and Margaret Hudgins? And does anybody, anybody do anything 
concerning the victim? No, not a thing. And yet, they are 
going to claim that they were repulsed by this, '.hat they were 
in fear, and they wore horrified. 

All right. Then let's see what does their 
actions show us on the next day, Monday? Monday morning they 
blithely returned to the apartment. Her child is left there 
all day, the entire day and night — in the presence of a man 
who they fear? And into the territory — excuse me — at that 
tisae and at that place, they are waiting for Mr. Seale to come. 
And that's Monday rooming. 

Monday morning, is there any word of any act of 
help for this man? What do the cadres see? What do they hear, 
and what do they know? Her child is there, she's there, the 
leading woman Panther probably on the entire East Coast, 
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but at least in Connecticut, And she is there and she is 
answering the phone and carrying out normal. Party functions. 

She goes out on the street, she meet3 people, 
she goes with Warren Kirehro to meet Mr, Scale. 

How, compare that to what she did before. 
She went with people to meet,, to pick up Rory Hi the, and now 
she goes and she drives out to meet with Seale. That's a 
normal, Party function. That's what I tried to establish 
through ray examination of her: She did exactly what she would 
have done had Alex Rack ley not been there. It didn't bother 
hor one whit, because there ' s not one thing that you can say 
that she did -~ that X can say to you — which would excuse 
her. You have to understand it. This is what exemplifies, 
why she was terrified? where ia it? She brings her baby back 
that Monday and leaves her there, leaves her there not only 
all day, but all night and into the next morning. 

Now, while they are there , they carry out, 
she goes out on the street and they pick up Scale's car and 
they take it back to the Huggins apartment. And not once, 
not once is there a mention of the victim. And if you want 
to say that is the only mention of the victim up to this tirae 
~ if we accept her story about that trip to the post office 
after the torture — I submit to you that that more than 
anything, pxov&te the callousness, the,, unruffled nature of this 
woman* Because that trip was, in point "31 "fact, according to 



her own testimony, the trip she had planned to take before 
she saw the torture , before she heard the screams and the 
cries of the victim. 

And when it's all done, what does she do? 
She takes off and goes to the post office. By her own mouth, 
she does exactly what she would have done. She says, she 
turned to Warren Kimbro and asked hira about this act that had 
been performed, why was it necessary? But they never asked 
Warren Kimbro one question, either defense counsel ever asked 
Warren one question about what was done after the torture and/or 
whether there was a trip to Vtm post office. How, how can we 
rebut it. But if we take it at what it is, and you take it 
for what it is, it shows you, what she had planned before the 
torture she absolutely carried out after the torture. It 
didn't phase her one bit, not one iota. 

And here we are on Monday, getting ready for 
the Seal© rally, and we are told that at that time and at that 
place , she is in the apartment. And what happens? She leaves , 
she leaves her baby there with George Saras, with Margaret 
Hud gins, and she goes to meet Seale. Now, you have to bear in 
mind -~- and I ask you to bear in mind — if everyone was so 
alarmed and thought this was not a Party function — let's 
take just Sunday nights There was on the premises Sunday 
night, Warren Kirabro, Landon Williams, Rory Hi the, Lonnie 
McLucas , and that's at least four male figures as against 
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George Sams. They have other firearms on the premises, because 
we've been told there's a thirty-ought-six , and a rifle were 
seen. Is there any reason , is there any conceivable xxmmm 
that if the Field Marshal felt that Sams was not carrying out 
orders of the Panther Party — that Sams was not doing that 
which he was supposed to do — i3 there any reason that he 
would not, that someone would not have overpowered George Sams 
that Sunday night and freed the victim? Is there any reason 
on Monday, when you've in addition to this person, you've now 
got in town, and at the house, June Hilliard, Rory Hithe, 
Landon Williams, McLucas — Lonnie McLucas — you've got 
Warren Kimbro, you've got Chairman Brothers in the vicinity, 
you've got Bobby Saala in town , seven to eight — maybe ten — 
other people, Panthers from Hartford are there. Isn't it 
logical that if this were against Party policy, against what 
they expected to take place , they would have overpowered Sams 
and said, "Let this roan go"? "We've got to get him." "You're 
a mad man — lock up Saras." Did anybody do it? No. 

Does anybody really deny that Landon Williams 
and Rory Hi the was there , the Field Marshal was on the premises 
and saw what had happened? Not really, no. 

Ericka iluggins said they went upstairs that 
Sunday night. They came back on Monday. They came back — 
who comes back? June Hilliard, he's brought back on that 
Monday , he's brought back at the orders of Landon Williams. 
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Kiabro was told, "Bring Hilliard over to the house to hear 
the tapes." He's told that in a room in which Seale is 
sitting, a room that's 10 by 15 at the most, and Seale is in 
that roosa and it is said in his presence. And so, they bring 
hira back. June Hilliard, the «aan who's traveled from 
California with Hilliard — ■ with Seale. He goes to the house 
to hear the tape, to see the victim. He goes there, hears 
the tape. He tells him that he's "got no use for him,* he's 
a "pig" and they'll "take care of hira." And they go Jovnstairs, 
and they play the tape for Hilliard and Sory Hithe now. So, 
now, we've got Hilliard, who's heard the tape and seen the 
victim, the deputy sinister, deputy minister, I believe of 
defense of the Black Panther Party nationally has .been at the 
house. 

When I asked Ericka Huggins whether or not he 
left the house, if you will recall her testimony, it was she 
doesn't recall. The second most important person in New Haven 
leaves the house, and she can't recall? Chairman Brothers is 
here. He's not interested in the brother he left here? 
What kind of callousness did this point up? What kind of 
terror is there running throughout these days? What kind of 
petty politics? 

I mean, isn't it logical that Chairman Brothers 
would say, "Where is the man I left here?" But no word — 
nothing. 
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Now, we go to the Seal© rally, And at the Seale 
rally 9 there is talk and Iricka Huggins opens the tape. 
Listen to that tape. See if it's any different frost what she 
says an the night during the torture. See if she is unprepared , 
and intitaidated at that particular rally,, as she testified. 
She, as a woman, was nervous about it? Or see if it's a 
calm, deliberate tone of voice in which she presents 
Mr. Seale. And there, again, you've got it concrete , it's 
solid , it's there. How do you refute it? It's not something 
made up out of whole cloth, it's not something I can come back 
at and say, "Ladies and gentlemen , this didn't happen . " 

And what happens next? Sams tells us they 
left there,, Had now, who 9 a together again? We've got all 
these men figures 9 We*ve got Milliard, June Billiard, we 8 ve 
got Rory Hi the, London tfilllatas, Bobby Seale, you've got Kintbro* 
Hcliucas, you've got all the brothers now who have come in frora 
Hartford and other places to hear the Seale speech. What 
better time to rescue the victim? What better time to over- 
power Sams? What better time to rectify a mistake that's 
gone too far already? Doesn't it make sense? Isn't is what 
you'd do? 

And what does she do? She gets in the car and 
they drclve over to the Panther headquarters where she goes in 
and checks her messages, at exactly or approximately the time 
that Inspector Pas tore, that Sergeant Pas to re, the County 
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that the Sergeant puts Seal© at the location. 

Now, we had a lot of cross-examination about 
whether "this* was in the way or "that" was in the way. But 
who corroborates Sergeant Pastore? Ericka Huggins. The 
only thing she does is not take him out of the car. She's 
twenty minutes in the house by her own testimony. She will 
not say that he could not have entered the house ; all she 
says was that he was in the car. That's where Inspector 
Pastore put him. That's where he was at the time, and that's 
where he says, he put him. And George Saras puts him inside 
the house, and George Saras had him giving the order, and 
George Sams says it's in the presence of Landon Williams, 
~ory Hi the — they are the silent figures — and Warren Kircibro. 
And. I avlnit that that is a very big difficulty for me, and 
I'd be foolish to hide it — that he said Warren Kimbro was 
there and there is an inconsistency. 

But what does corroborate George Sams at that 
moment? There's Sergeant Pastore, there's Ericka Huggins , 
and there's Sams* all of — - two of them — one puts him at 
the door entering, one puts him inside , and one has him at 
that exact location at that exact hour, going , sitting in the 
car. 

Now, that means that some place along the line 
a Machiavellian mind would have had to say this is exactly what 
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the house, that the rest stayed outside, that Landon Williams 
was there, that Rory f lithe was there. 

Now, they cone in. What do they do? They go 
upstairs with Seal*. All right, Ericka Huggins says she 
doesn • t see it, she's in there twenty minutes, and it's 
conceivable she didn't. And they go up, and they go up, 
Landon Williams, Rory Hithe, they go into that bedroora and 
he gives the order to "off him," to kill him because he's 
a "pig* — Seale gives that order, gives that order and what 
happens? 

Now, let's see if he gives the order. What 
happens as a result of that visit? They leave , and go back. 
Now, bear in mind also, I just want you to bear in mind, 
also one thing, Gouthier, the witness that Seale put on, the 
witness that Huggins put on, the man that came up voluntarily 
from Louisiana, when he was asked, where did he live in 1969, 
he said he thought it was 128 Lilac Street; he wasn't sure, 
but he could tell you exactly where he parked the car the next 
day. This is the same man that ferssi so sure that he had 
a conversation with George Saws on Sunday, that I submit to 
you, even on Ericka Huggins 9 testimony could not have taken 
place because ha had to, George Saws had to be well on his 
way to Hartford, to the rally. This is the same man who we 
put the time cards in to show you that he was for a month , 
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prior to that — not as h«j testified, working on the 3:30 
shift ~ but on the 12:00 midnight to 7s00 o'clock shift, 
and he didn't have any recall of that either. And that when 
he said he was running around with the car, transporting 
~eale, transporting Mr. Kimbro all over the place, he was 
reporting his car in to his employer — right against his 
own signature — as being out off commission. 

Now, sure, we lie to employers . People do it 
ever y day , it's not so terrible. But there it is. That's 
concrete . Refute that. On that night the car is out of 
commission. The car he supposed to be driving. He tells 
us that he called his wife to tell her he'd be late. Why 
would he be late if he'd be on the 12*00 to 7:00 shift? 
Why would he even have to call her and explain it, if he was 
on the 12:00 to 7:00 shift? No reason. She wouldn't have 
expected him home until 7:00 o'clock the next morning. And 
yet, that's the importance of those time cards. Those time 
cards are important because they demolish that witness* 
testimony. They tell you exactly how he stamped it in, who 
was on the shift. He's got a total recall of exactly where 
he placed the car so he could rebut the testimony of 
Sergeant Pastore but he can't even remember where he lived, 
or what shift he was on at that time or what the condition 
of his car was that night. All right. 

Now, they leave the Xirabro premises — no 



question about that, and return to the Hurlburt Street 
apartment, and we are still ©a Monday night. And they sleep 
there, all of them sleep there. And they talk first, and 
then they sleep. And Seale goes in, we are told, and lies 
down. And Kimbro cornea up and doesn't see him. Kimbro is 
never really let into any of the inner sanctum conversation. 
He's shunted aside: Carry somebody here, travel there, do 
this task, do that task. But Ericka Huggins is there. She's 
there at every stage. She's been there from the start. 

In point of fact, she's there when the body is 
found — because the note she wrote is found in the jacket 
underneath the head of the victim. And you'll see that note. 
And that, really, is the first act in this story , and it is 
also the last act, because it's in the victim's pocket. 

We go on to that Sunday — we go on to that 
Monday. And they go to sleep. Now, nobody mentions the 
victim. Now, ladies and gentlemen , let me just asks Is it 
logical, is it reasonable — I mean, you don't have to shut 
your minds, you've got to use common sense s Somebody comes 
up from the west Coast that you haven't seen in two, three 
years. They come to your house. They talk to you. You don't 
ask them *** and the only thing you've got in cown is a 
social club — you don't ask them anything about the social 
club? How the club is going? Or business , how their business 
is? How their family is? You don't talk about it at all? 
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You just cut it off? Or do you r«ally make inquiry, if you're 
going to spend time there — there at your house, they are 
drinking there, they are eating there , they are sleeping 
there, they are bathing, and here we are in that house — 
the brother has been horrendously tortured, cruelly held, 
close to death — and nobody mentions hiia? Not Juno Billiard, 
who has seen him and heard the tapes? Hot Landon Williams , 
who's seen him and heard the tapes? Hot Rory Ii.ithe, who's 
seen him and heard the tapes? Not Sri oka Huggins , who's seen 
him and made the tapes? Not Chairman Brothers, who brought 
him up? And note how they keep him, how adroitly they keep 
him away from that house* Were they afraid he would show 
that act of human kindness? Were they afraid it would be 
compassion? Were they afraid that he would scream out, or 
maybe realize that his own neck was on the chopping block? 

But why wasn't Chairman Brothers brought into 
the house? Why did they keep him away? 

But, nevertheless, they are all there. They 
are all there with the Chairman. And ask yourself, why was 
the Seale car diverted from the Kirabro residence? Why was 
he told, why was Kimbro told not to go to his own home, where 
there obviously was a bedroom available for the Chairman? 
Why was he sent on that Monday afternoon not to where the 
victim was — if nobody had talked about it and nobody had 
mentioned it, nobody told it to the Chairman — why was he 



sent to an apartment that was occupied by two women and a man 
and three children. And nobody recalls telling the man and 
the woman to keep the two children out of there and not come 
back. Why ia he taken to that small , confined apartment 
instead of Panther headquarters, where there was a room 
available, and where there was people dying to meet him? 
After all, these are the people who set up this rally. These 
are the people that wanted to hear him. These are the people 
that provided security. These are the people that were out 
selling the papers. These are the people who were out in the 
forefront, on the street as Panthers, and Panthers in training. 

And yet, he doesn't go to meet them, say to 
them, "Greetings, Brother" — not at all, he goes to that 
apartment, that Hurlburt Street apartwent, diverts from any 
place else and stays there. He makes one trip to the Kirabro 
apartment, then goes right back there, and the next morning 
comes in. 

Now, they drive Ericka Huggins back again the 
next morning , Landon Williams, Rory Hi the, and Seale, and 
Brothers, and Billiard at 5:00 o'clock, 5:30 in the morning, 
Tuesday morning. And not one word is said of Alex Rackley? 
I mean, there's — look who * s there that could overpower George 
Saras and free the victim. At that time in the car were 
Mrs. Huggins , Chairman Brothers , Chairman Bobby Seale, Deputy 
Minister of Defense Billiard, Landon Williams, the Field 
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Marshal, Rory Hi the, the guy who brought the gun here. Inside 
the house you've got only George Sams, you've got Lormie 
McLucas in that house, you've got Warren Kirabro in that 
house — that's now, at least, at a very minimum, seven to 
one. Seven people , and I'm talking about men, seven raen who 
could say, "This is wrong. We've got to free the victim. 
We've got to take him out. This is wrong under Party policy. " 

But, we are not talking about "policy." We 
are talking about "practice." Did any one of them go in and 
do this? Did they attempt to do it? Was there any reason 
really , in fact , that if they were clean and had not 
participated — 1 don't care how they were harassed — is 
there any reason why they couldn't have turned to the Hugginses 
who are well known in the comiaunity, Mr. and Mrs. Huggins , Sr. , 
and/or to the clergy , to the people she related to? Is 
there any reason somebody couldn't have spoken out? And yet, 
we've got none of that. Hone. Death by silence? Death by 
acquiescence? I don't buy it for a raoraent. She was there. 
Again, the cadre sees her being brought in by top echelon. 
And there it is. 

How, what do they do? They sit around and 
they talk. This is Tuesday , and she goes out with Landon 
Williams, Rory Hi the, after they delivered the Chairman to 
New York. But, get what happens in between. In between a 
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message comes, ft message warning Scale that there is an 
intending bombing , a bombing that could take his life. And 
this r>"ssage is taken in the presence of George 3mm, And 
in that time there wan the perfect opportunity to let the 
Chairman die, if Saras really hated him. A perfect opportunity; 
Divert the message, delay the message, volunteer to take the 
message yourself. Because , after all, the message says that 
there • s going to be a bombing, that there's going to be a 
bombing right where he's expected to speak. What perfect way. 
"I* 11 take the message.® Never mind McLucas. "Someone called 
from Oregon. There have been bombings at the University of 
Oregon. Call to your mother's house. They said it would be 
best if you did not come to Oregon at all. There have been 
threats to murder you. The brother in Oregon , who is the 
head of the Party there says there have been bombings. But 
they have calmed down. No danger. The number is 

Why didn't he let him go on and hope he'd be 
destroyed — this man that he hated? Why didn't he take this 
message and say, "Wait a minute, I'll deliver it." Who gave 
the order to take the message? Bricka Huggins ♦ Who did she 
give it to? Field Lieutenant and Acting Field Lieutenant 
in the Black Panther Party, Lonnie McLucas. What did she 
tell hivi? "Take it to the airport. w She didn't say she'd take 
it, she didn't say she'd go with anybody. She wasn't going 
to do this menial task , not at all, the same way as she did 



just what women would do in all of this. She wasn't going to 
beat him, the men would take car® of that. Site would take 
care of the real finesse, the opening of the tape, just as 
a he did at the rally. Ho different. No one forced her to do 
it at the rally. She did it at the rally, she did the same 
thing in the basement. 

She gives the message to Lonnie McLucas and 
he shoots off with it. She tells him to take it. lie goes. 
m question. Sams does nothing to divert it, to stop it. 
As a matter of fact, Margaret Hudgina testified that in all 
of the time that she was there, she was nav^r stopped frost 
coming or going by George Sams, never hindered or stopped 
was her testimony. 

And yet, the only one that tells us that she 
was hindered or stopped — was Ericka Huggins. How, you have 
to judge on your own whether or not she was hindered or 
stopped, because at all times she was with Landon Williams 
and Hory Hithe — and is she going to tell us that they were 
intimidated also by George Sams? 

She leaves that Tuesday* They leave the 
message, they go — she goes out of that house later in the 
afternoon, after Landon Williams and fcory Hi the come back. 

Now, the Chairman is clear of Hew Haven. He's 
given the order. They wait until he's clear. Ask yourselves, 
if this were really a plot to murder Alex Rackley without the 
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order from "on high," without the conspiratal order from 
on high, why wasn't he reaoved that Sunday night? They could 
have easily done it. You had the same cast of characters. 
Sunday night there was Landon Williams, Rory Hi the, Geo»ge Sams, 
Lonnio McLucas , Warren Kimbro, all present at the house. 

If Sams was so in control, why didn»t he give 
the order then? Easy to take him out, easy to get rid of 
him, the same people. Or, did they have to wait? 

And did they, in fact, wait for the order from 
Seale? Just as Landon Williams said had to happen , just as 
he told him that Sunday night down that basement, just as, 
in fact, it did happen — -just as he caae to that house and 
gave that order after June Hilliard hxS seen the victim after 
June Hilliard had heard the tapes — and isn*t that a fact? 

So, they waited. They waited until he cleared 
town. Because, after all, you've got Sunday night, you 
couldn't destroy him Monday, not with the Chairman in town. 

But now, back cones , on Tuesday, Landon William 
and Rory Hithe, and they tell you, tell her, they meet with 
her, they go out in a car, she says to eat. Thafs the famous 
•Kentucky Chicken" bit, where George Sams allegedly ate 
everything. George Saras is there. He f s with them. She can 
remember that vividly, but she can't remember any of the 
conversation in the car. 
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Oh, I know, you know, it's hard to believe that 
a man and a woman would join in this type of act. But you've 
got to buy what's demonstrable. And if you remeirtber the cross 
examination of George Samo on this point, he never gave us 
that in any statement, he was asked, and he said, "No"; and 
he never testified to that trip, that motor trip before, and 
he said, "No." And then, who comes on and corroborates George 
Sams about that trip taking place? Ericka Huggins. She came 
on, she said, "Yes," that took place, right, which verifi'3 
exactly what Sams said, which gives you that tone of quality 
that Sams is telling you how that went without any guile. 

How, they came to the different, to the 
different ways. She said she went out to talk; -aras said 
they went out to talk and smoke raarijuana. But, there's 
evidence from Warren Kirabro, and others, that there was 
marijuana on those premises, and nobody was reluctant to smoke. 
But be that as it may, they go out and have this conversation. 

Wow, she's with them again. She's with tandon 
Williams and Rory Hi the. And they come back to the apartment 
at that time. There's talk about getting the car ready and 
getting Rack ley ready, and where' s Kimbro, and Where's Saras, 
and then, why isn't it all going down? And then they leave, 
lory Hi the and Landon Williams leave, the Field Marshal and 
his other assistant leave . But Sams is still on the premises. 
And at that time you still have the chance to overpower Sams 
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and take the victim away. You've got Rory Hithe, Landon 
Williams, Warren Kiwbro , you've got George Edwards , you've 
got Lonnie McLucas — just to name a few. But nothing is 
done. Nothing is done. 

and orders go on, naturally, and it's at that 
time and on that afternoon, if t*» not mistaken, that 
Mrs. Jiuggins goes upstairs and sees the victim and bathes 
her child and lies her child in a roora next to the victim. 
That's compassion? She swelled nothing, she said , when she 
looked in on hits*. 

Mow, wind you, he's tied up at that tirae; 
he's been in that bed since Sunday night; he's not been 
allowed to go to the wen ' a room; he's not been allowed to 
have any food. She said that night she was guite, or that 
day she was quite sure that either that day or before that, 
she had learned that he was not to be fed, and again she 
says, George Sains gave the order. 

We are not denying that George Saws did the 
torture, We are not denying that Warren Kirabro did the 
murder, or that Lonnie McLucas did the rourder. Not at all. 
But the ^tate and Alex Rackley didn't put George Sams in that 
house. The State and Alex Rackley didn't do any of these 
acts. 

And you corns now to Sunday night, or rather 
you coew now to Tuesday night and back coraes these people. 
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Landon Williams, Rory Hi the. And what happens? They begin 
to get the victim ready, Maude Francis tells you she is 
upstairs, she's on security duty — that fifteen year old 
child is on security duty on Rackley. She told you that. 
And she told you, didn't she, she was awakened by Landon 
Williams and McLucas , and she was disciplined for sleeping. 
And then they were told to get the victim ready. And Kiwbro 
tells us that Kricka Muggins -q '-cs downstairs with the girls 
to get clothing. But who do they send up to do the dressing , 
the menial task, the labor? The cadre. The woman in charge 
doesn't go up. Of course not. She's got all these people to 
do the menial tasks. 

So, Maude Francis dresses the vie tiro. Rose 
Smith dresses the victira, Loretta Luekes dresses the victim, 
and the two "senior members of the firm,* Mrs . Huggins and 
Mrs. Hudgins , the two oldest people in the house, the two 
elderly women as far as the other girls are concerned , the 
two experienced women sit down in the kitchen. But the 
girls, the people in training, they are the ones that are 
used to do it. And they go up and they dress that man. 

And, now, she*s gone downstairs. So you've 
got the first act of the binding , where she kicks him and 
starts that torture. And you've got the final act of 
indignity, when she goes down to get the clothes. And she does, 
and they do go down and get the clothes. New/, Chairman Seale 
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is out of town. It's saf@ # it's clear. London Williams, 
Rory Hi the, back in tovm. All the time that Seale was in the 
New Haven area, they are there. They are right next to 
Seale, never leaving his aid©, at any moment of any testimony 
that we have had have they left hi a aide until he 8 8 safely 
out of the State. 

He 8 a at the rally, they tneet him in a car; 
they are in the car when he's brought to Mew Haven; they are 
in the car constantly while he's in Hew Haven? they are on the 
atmjB with hiruf they are at the apartment with hira — the 
Huggins apartment — they are at the Kimbro apartiaent. 
Rory Hi the — not to be forgotten , after Seale raakes that 
telephone call on Tuesday rooming before he taken off at the 
Kirabro apartment wipes the telephone free frora fingerprints. 

Maude Francis told us that. She said , when 
Seale came in to make that phone call on Tuesday rooming, what 
happened? As soon as he put the receiver down, the telephone 
was wiped of fingerprints. Why? Because he's the chairman of 
the Black Panther Party? What so reprehensible about visiting 
the headquarters of a Black Panther Party? Why do you wipe 
the fingerprints off? That wasn't told to you by George Sams. 
That wasn * t told to you by Warren Kimbro , whose testimony 
they'll say we bought. It wasn't told to you by Margaret 
Hudgins , who was still a Black Panther. That wasn't told to 
you by Ericka Huggins because she said she couldn't see it. 
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because her whole testimony ironically enough turns on the 
twist of a head in that kitchen, she couldn't see things 
because she didn't turn her ad. 

But there wo arex She didn»t see that either. 
But Maude Francis vividly recwsrab era it. And as I recall , 
there was no cross examination on that. 

Why do you wipe fingerprints off? Do you ever 
use your own phone — — and why do you have somebody follow 
you around and wipe finge^rints off? Unless you knew what 
was going on in that house, unless you wanted to destroy 
all evidence of ever being in that house. And that was fixed 
hy &zr« ©ant Pastows, and corroborated by his testimony,. 

Seal® was there when Im was there? that 8 s 
what the notes may, that f s the fact, fehat @ s it. 

And then — now we go, and he e s safely omfe* 
and we are back to Tuesday night. The victim is ordered — 
they look around for a car. There's a conflict in the 
t:es tmony on wnotnor or not: Margaret , or ratner crxcKa nugQxns 
says, "Bon*?, use Kimbro's car," but she doesn*t deny there was 
talk of a car. She doesn't deny that there was talk about 

How, is that possible in that kitchen? And 
you have seen that room? is that really conceivable? 

And then the victim is led out with his hands 
tied behind his back. And X*ia going to ask you in that jury 
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room , as distasteful as they are, I'm going to ask you to 
look at those pictures of Alex Rack ley, because they axe the 
only thing that speaks for Alex Rackley in this case* You're 
going to hear Alex Rack ley's voice if you play the tapes once, 
you're going to hear his voice through me again when I close, 
and the only other time that you will have to hear hi 3 voice , 
or see what Alex Rack ley was, and what they did to him, is 
when you look at those pictures. And if you can tell me that 
in truthfulness, that someone could close their eyes to a 
man being led out by a wire hanger, with his hands tied behind 
him, barefoot, and didn't know where he was going — having 
gotten the clothing for hiia — having heard the interrogation 
of him ff — having partaken in the torture of him — having 
seen hira tied up -~ then there's got to be something wrong , 

And if you can tell we that there is no rhyme 
or reason to why they waited until Seale was out of town, 
and why they held him until Seale came to town , then I would/ 
say to you that we have not proven our case. But I say to you, 
on the other hand, you must bear in mind throughout this 
that Kricka Muggins was the senior woman Panther in this town, 
that at all times she was with ranking people , that at all 
times did know of these acts that took place. 

There was there, or shortly thereafter there, 
Landon Williams, Rory Hi the r and Seale, David Hilliard and 
Brothers , there was at each time and each place all of these 
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people acting together. I hog you to listen to my voice, 
because this is not what people would have you believe, this 
is not some overtone from some type of case with political 
ramifications; this is the Alex Rack ley murder case. You've 
got a victim* You've got a victim that was held Sunday night, 
Monday night, Tuesday, and taken out and brutally killed on 
'Aieaday. There 1 s a viable body here. 

And he was killed in an area in which there was 
no connection to Mr. Rackley, killed in an area and for reasons 
that had no connection with New Haven at all, killed in a 
series of events that wiped out what potentially was a good, ^ 
good, fine leader, Warren Kirabro, in this area. He had 
potentials and now he's a convicted murderer. Wiped out other 
people • a lives , just as surely as they did Alex Rack ley •s. ./ 

And we are going to be told that this is a 
political prosecution. 1 subnit to you this is not* It is 
the Alex Rackley murder ommu I beg you to bear that in wind. 
He is the only person that was political! tsed here. He was 
killed over petty policy. Demolished for no reason. Wiped 
out without any dignity. 

Bee use people had no concern for their brother 
man. People had no compassion for a man that had every right 
to live* And I beg you also to remetsber the rtate and Alex 
Rackley did not bring George Saras to this community, did not 
bring Landon Williams to this community, did not bring Bobby 
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Seal© to this conaaunity, did not bring David Billiard to this 
community, or Chairman Brothers . None of these people cam® 
because they were brought by the State, 

Hor was the victim. 

Thank you. 



(The court reconvened, at 10:47 A.M.) 
THE C&MSi All set, counsel? 
MISS RORABACK: Yea, your Honor. 
THE COURT t Call the Jury. 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 10:48 A.M.) 
THE COURT: All right, ladles and gentlemen. 
Miss Roraback. 

MISS RORABACK: Thank you, your Honor. 

Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. 

It*s always difficult to reach this point in 
a trial, you know, I suppose for any lawyer to know that 
there is going to be a point where she or he is going to 
have to stop talking and someone else will take over, but 
right now I would like to, as best I can, summarize for you 
the facts of this case as they have come out In this court- 
room and tell you why I feel that indeed there is no other 
verdict which you can return in this case — and I am now 
talking about the Ericka Huggins case — but a not guilty 
verdict . 

I will try to state facts , as I say, and a 
little later I wish to point out to you a number of places 
where I think Mr. Markle did not state facts but stated his 
own conjecture and surmise, his own, perhaps, wishful 
thinking about what the facts might be, but not the facts 
as they came out in this courtroom. 

The decision, of course, is one for you to 
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make, and I know it will be especially difficult in this 
case because in fact, although Mr. Markle talked about the 
case and -talked about the evidence as though it was one 
continuous sweep, what we are here talking about are two 
separate cases, and you remember we talked about that at 
the start when his Honor first spoke to each of you, that 
these are two separate cases and the facts have to be con- 
sidered separately, the charges have to be considered 
separately, and each client, each defendant, has to have her 
guilt or his guilt decided separately. 

How, I trust you will also bear in mind that 
there are, in fact, five charges on which my client here is 
presented before you. You will have those with you in the 
jury room and later on the Judge is going to be charging 
you as to what each of those five charges means from a legal 
point of view, and it will be for you to decide whether 
these facts, as we are going to discuss them, in fact, add 
up to that burden of proof that Mr. Markle has to sustain 
on each of these charges to prove ray client guilty, and I 
think that the phrase "prove" is important, and I hope you 
remember it, because if you say "guilty," you will be saying 
"guilty" because she has been proven guilty beyond a reasonable 
doubt, and if you say "not guilty,* you will be saying, in 
essence, she has not been proven guilty. 

She does not have any burden to come in here 
and show her innocence. It is up to Mr. Markle to show her 
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guilt , and 1 submit to you that not only has he not shown 
guilt beyond a »e»«»bl© €oubt § h© hasn* t shown guilt at 

low, of course, there are certain facts on 
which there really is no dispute. Alex Rackley came from 
lew York, Alex Rackley came to Sew Haven. He was a poor 
brother. He if as put upon by George Sams* He was put upon 
by Warren Kiabro. He was beaten by both of those ®en| they 
used a stick, and one of them broke a stick over his head. 
George Saa© poured boiling water on Alex Rackley. George 
Sams and Warren Kimbre questioned hlms a tape recording wm 
made of that whole proceeding after it was over, sort of a 
reconstruction of it after it was over, at the direction of 
George mm* Alex Rackley stayed at that house, and Al«x 
Rackley eventually was taken from that house by George Saras , 
Warren Kimbro and Lonnie MeLucas , and it was George Sams 
who told Warren Kiabro tof Ire that shot at Alex Rackley that 
killed him out in that lonely spot in Middlefieldj and it 
was George Sams who told Lonnie McLueas to fire a second 
shot. And I agree that it was senseless, it was needless , 
it was brutal, and my client agrees, but that«s not the issue 
in this cas« unfortunately* The is«me is, is ray client 
guilty of any of the charges brought against her? i-iy client, 
of course, being Ericka Huggins, a young lady twenty-on<* 
years old at the tine, Mr, Mark!® likes to talk of her as 
an old lady. I think that twenty-one, at least by ay more 
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advanced standards , is a young person. 

Let's sort of look at what Mr. Markle claims 
he proved, other than the fact of this death, other than the 
fact of the beating and the torture* What is this case that 
he produced against ray client? 

He had the testimony of four persons , all of 
whom are named in the charges against my client as 
accomplices, and I think you will hear from his Honor as 
to how you should treat the testimony of accomplices » but, 
more particularly, I would like to talk about two of those 
witnesses , one of them George Sams. 

I do not think that there can be much doubt 
in anyone • s mind that George Sams is a brutal, sadistic man 
who enjoys engaging in beat .tog people, who enjoys wielding 
power over people, who struts around with the protection of 
a .45, who struts around and orders people about, and who 
eventually killed or ordered the killing of Alex R&ckley. 
George Sams, who a few years back, was convicted of the 
charge of attempting a breaking and entering in Detroit, 
Michigan. 

When I say these things about George Sams, 
that 8 m not testimony we put in? we added to it. But there 
was testimony of Craig Oauthieri there was ' the testimony 
of Shirley Wolterding; there was the testimony of Linda 
toungi there was the testimony of Valerie White* and there 
was the testimony of my client . But all of Mr. Markle 's 
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clients (sic), aside from George Sam, of course, admitted 
those facta about Geor&e Saws and* indeed, you raltdvt 
remember George Sans on that witness stand when % mm 
examining Ma f what did he say? , He o*dLd he hit Ai«x 
Rackley without anger, without rancor, he wasn't perspiring, 
he wasn't upset, he wasn't under the influence of drugs 
or anything else* He poured that boiling water ©n Alex 
Rackley Just- as ' a matter of course g this is the sort of 
thing he had to do, end he did it without being upset about 
it. He did all those things, and he never had a wince of 



' Warren Kimbro, that future political leader 
that Mr. Markle^^^rg^rets*. Warren Kimbro, you mist 
remember, is also one of those who mm down in that cellar. 
He was also one of those who, even in the living room, took 
that stick that he had gotten and beat Alex Rackley. He 
«efc some of that boiling water and noured on Alex Hackle v. 
He participated in the (Questioning of Alex Hackley* Hi 
helped coach Hw* Huggins inwhat she should say on that 
tape« He was around there all that time* and he admitted 
indeed that he waa pretty such in charge of the Sew Haven 
group f and Warren Kimbro, by George Sans' testimony, was 
the Btia» who was aext la ch&ftKfs «i*te*» Qaore« Saw i and 
this lovely,f§llpw, mwmn Klafcro, is the same Marpea 

amputated. &8sa»X1fe* hei^ is the city of ffl&t 
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Both George 3mm and — oh, me otter thing. 
Of &mm% Warren Kimbro In the pmmm who actually did kill 
Alex Rackley. 

Both George Smm and Warren Kimbro have 
pleaded guilty to that snirder and they have yet to be 
sentenced* 

I think it's clear that the weight that should 
he given to their testimony is reajy pretty minimal* and if 
we eliminate that, what do we really have? We have the 
testimony of Margaret Hu&gins and Maude Francis « And if 
you run through that in your mind, I think you will find 
that that testimony shows that Bricks Muggins came to Hew 
Haven from Los Angeles and* incidentally , not from Oakland 
and not from national , and that she was the political 
education teacher of the Black Panther Party in Hew Haven. 
As such, :he conducted the classes, classes that considered 
things like the "Ten Point Program, which Mr. Harkle would 
like to forget > and the other doctrines of the Black Panther 
Party. 

Also, if you accent that testimony of Maude 
Francis and Margaret Hudgins, you win remember that Lonnie 
McLuca?; was a field lieutenant in Hew Haven; that Warren 
JCimbr© wm there, had acaieiiilBg. to do with finance; that 
there were other Feathers -- • George Edwards , Margaret 
Kudgius* MnEde Francis, Jeannie Wilson, Hose Smith, Frances 
Carter > .and for a tiae^ a mm named Jose Genoa! vea, who was 



a field lieutenant or a captain, X can't remember the title 
he held here in lew Haven, in Connecticut. He, of course, 
ie not around that- ejmcisX weekend . He had already been 
expelled from the Black Panther Party. And then there was 
this Loretta tomtom who waft presents hut she was not a 
amber of the Party. 

Ho'sSj, all of these people were there, and 
it*s true that on May 17, 19&9 > Peggy Huuglne told you 
that Rory Hithe was present at that retreat that occurred 
at Yale and participated in it, and that Ericka Huggias 
and Rory Hithe conducted that retreat | that they discussed 
things like the Yen Point Program, quotation; from the red 
book, rules of the Black Panther Party, and that at acme 
point, Rory Hithe, at that retreat, said that if anybody 
saw ;ose Gonsalves , they should being him to the office, 
that they wanted to talk to him, 

Ericka Huggins didn 8 t say anything about that. 
She mde no comment , you will remestoer. 

And then that evening *• going on now just 
with the evidence that Mr* Markle put into this case, although 
I would like to remind you that it was after that that there 
was the famous phoxie call from Jose Gonsalves * something Mr* 
Markle didn't bother to rebut «— a phone call in which Jose 
Qonsalves said, "Hey, give mm some wcbg&* I would like to 
come up to Sew Haven , M m& everybody said? "So soap." 

But that after that retreat, it was that 
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night, that Alex ltackley arrived In lew Haven with the 
others frost Hew York-, and everybody else left, except for 
George Sa»^ who stayed,, and then Alex Rackley, who stayed 
mm and that was after everybody else left, including London 
Williams and Rory Hi the, That George Saras, according to 
Maude Francis — George Sams, in the presence of Erlcka 
Huggins and X believe Warren Kimbro ** George Sams ordered 
&aude Franels to seduce Alex Kaekley t© see if he was an 
Infiltrator; that it was only S$m ordering it, And you 
will tmmmm that it was fU&ude Francis herself, Mr. Jfetrkle'a 
own witness* who said she was afraid of George Sams and did 
what she was told? and it was Peggy Hudgina herself who said 
that she thought that Maude Francis was about eightteen years 
old, although jar. darkle conveniently forgets that pieee of 
evidence which came from his own witness* 

5?hat next coming was the famous aomlng «■*» 
Sundav morning +*> and then we had the testimony that after 

said he didn't knw wheii he had read* that Warren XCLa&ro 
began to hit Alex Raekley and George Sains joined in beating 
hUa and hitting hia with * stick. And let's remember that 
neither of those two witnesses — and I am now talking about 
Margaret Hudgin* and Haude Francis -» said anything about 
Ericka Hugcitins kicking: Alex B&eklev* said &nvthin$i about 
Ericka Muggins beating Alex Bme&ley or £e£$g anything else 
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How, 1 might also parenthetically note even 

said that Erlcka Huggins participated in this beating at 
some point. He didn't wen buy that one. 

It was after that beating and the stick that 
Alex Rackley went to the deor s and it was their testimony 
— - and I am now a«ain talking about Margaret Hudicins and 
Maude Francis -* their testimony that it was George Sams 
who stopped Alex Rackley, and that it was then that Alex 
R&cklov was a&ain hit « and it was at sesae noint during this 
period that Alex Rackley sustained that wound to his head 
and began to bleed} and that it was at some point after 
this that George Sans pushed Alex Rackley toward the base- 
ment stairway and Alex Rackley and W&rwsn Kisibro went down- 
stairs « 

There ms also, oarenthetically* some 
testfcaony from Peggy Hudgins that at one point George Bmm 
ordered konnie Melate&s to give Aim: Rackley seme discipline^ 
out Lonnle MCLucas didn't do so. After they had been 
downstairs, there was that confusion about whether Alex 
Rackley was taken upstairs for a bath by X»onnie MeLueaa 9 
and' then taken downstairs to the easement again. That's 
pretty irrelevant Ithink, because It mm after that that 
both of these young ladies testified about hearing shouting 
and hollering in the baoeaent. One of them testified that 
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Lonnie McLucas came back upstairs and ordered the sisters 
to soil some water j that Lonnie miMcm took that boiling 
water hack downstairs and 4 after that, Maude Francis said 
she heard a scream. Then it was also after that, or perhaps 

for toiling water 5 and then he carried it downstairs and, 
thereafter, more hollering was heard. 

At some point after this, Lonnie McLucas came 
upstairs and sat down with Peggy Hudgins in the living room 
and talked with her* George Sams same upstairs and talked 

to the basement by someone, and the next thing that anybody 
in that living room saw* at least through the witnesses that 
Mr. Mariae produced, was that Alex Rackley was taken upstairs 
and sisters were ordered to administer first aid, and there 
they saw the bums on his body and the wound on his head* 
and he was bandaged and put to bed. 

And you remember that Peggy Hudgins went to 
the store for food for Mm* brought it hack and offered it 
to him, and he didn»t take any, and he was left in bed up- 
stairs while most of the people went to Hartford* At one 
time he was aims in the house with lust Rose Smith there. 

And, finally, I would like to point out to 
you that the first time Margaret Hudgins saw him tied to 
thmt bed was on Monday ©venieg when Qeorge S&ks called her 
upstairs* and the first tin© that Maude Francis said she 
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mm Alex Eackiay tied to that bed w on Tuesday afternoon 
«hen she was asked to ^st the security there. There is 
no testimony frost any of Mr. Markle's witnesses, except 
for these great good souls of George Saw and barren KiJBbro, 
that Bricks Sug^lnfir fg&s ever upstairs in that room with 
Alex Hackley «jEta*r perhaps that Sunday n$nm she helped to 
bandage him. 

Indeed, there Is no testimony about Brlcka 
Huggina on Monday at ail, except that she was at Battell 
Chapel at the Bobby Seale speech* at least iw ©peach (sic . ) 
from Margaret Hndigixis and Maude Francis* tod the only 
testimony about her that ea&e from those two witnesses is 
that on Tuesday morning, in the early morning hours, she 
waa there at the house when Bobby Seal© came in to stake a 
phone call and later she v.ook & message for him and sent 
Lonsi© MeLneas to Mm York with a message* 

And I ask you, you heard Mr. Markle talk 
about ordering him and he mde a picture out of Erlcka 
Hnggins as soxseone nho wouldn't do ssenlal tasks, but, 
really » I don't think that's in the evidence, there is 
nothing there to Justify such statements. 

Lat«r on Suester* Erie&a f&&ax£&& use nresentt. 
according to Peggy Uudglns' testiasony, and X believe, in 
part, Maude Fsmcis** wfaen there were c^rersations about a 
car, th#re es^^rfiatisEs about tafeiag the brother 
out, and she was there when, Alex Backley left that house, 
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but she did not go upstair© and she mm not present when 
Alex Rackley « dressed, she did not see his hands tied 

on, 

she did not see the hanger around his neck. Claude Francis 
was there and testified to that and said that Sricka Hugglns 
was not there- 

Shen Alex Rackley left through that kitchen, 
mid you wmffl&mt, Peggy Hudglna said that he left with 
George Saras holding a gun and warren Kimbro holding a rifle, 
and that's Mr* i&.rkle's own witness • According to Maude 
Francis, Loraale McLucas said barren Kiabro had the guns s hut 
Mstuie Francis wasn't even sure Sricka Hugging wee there. 
And it was after Rackley and other® left that Erleka Hugglns 
and Margaret Hudgins talked about application: for the Black 
Panther Party. 

that's the mm total of the evidence produced 

say quite literally that evidence proves nothing In Itself 
against Ericka Bugging. And? in addition — of course, 1 
don't torn what Mr. Markle will say, he's got the last word 
in this unfortunately, but he is going to talk about the 
tapes, m.& I am going to talk about them later, but I would 
.lust like to note at this particular noint in w argument 
that even if you accept those tapes at their face value, 
they de&erihe Bricks Btsggln® participating or saying "We 
decided 0 certain thlit&&< and cerfcaia acticsis follo^lms; after. 
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What were those actions? They were assaults, 
but Erieka Stig&Lns lsn*t ch&r&@d with an assault . fits is 
charged here with Harder j ate is charged with kid applngj 
she is charged with binding, and I would submit to you that 
those tapes do not prove any of those, 

So, Xet*s turn to what little — not little ~» 
hut to the little additions, the embroideries, the ©mansions 
of the facts that Mr. Markle's two price witnesses, those 
two paragons of virtue, George Sams and Warren Kirabro, added 
to this© case against mv client » 

First off, of course, we have this business 
of going to Hew York* 

if&l* let's get to the cast of characters 
perhaps. Mho were the Panthers about whom everyone spe ks 
here? Urn have talked a good deal *«* Mr. Markle has talked 
a gooddsal about Kricka Buggins, a aieraber of the Black Panther 
Party, a political education teacher from I*os Angeles* 
barren Kinibro, according to Peggy Hudgins * a member who had 
something to do with finance t according to George Sams » a 
captain in charge — according to Warren Klmbro, pretty much 
in charge of everything that went on in lew Haven. Rory 

Margaret Hudgins, Mr. Markle»s own witness, came to Sew Haven 
to help ISrissfca JluiggAiis with education. 

He likes to talk about "straisfetenina; out the 
chapter," and perhaps that did occur in Mr. !4arkle»s mind, or 
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even in Mr. Blithe' e- sdnd* we can't te<nr that, he was not 
her© to testify, but certainly there is nothing in that 
evidence to indicate that this would toe what Mrs. Huggins 
could anticipate* 

Warren Kimbro talks about this gun* bringing 
the gun from Hew York, ana you wmsmSsm he had talked about 
the incident of the gun In the house and hew it went off and 
so forth, but he couldn't remember whether Erlcka Euggins 
was present then* and he really didn't pinpoint aaieh as to 
that gun, ©seept that he saw it, ^©ry Hi the with it, in 
Hew York, and that they brought It back to Hew Haven* 

Landon Williaias — I don't know where this 
field marshal stuff ecaaea from, although I guess it's 
George S&sas* Margaret Kudgins didn't know where Landon 
Kllliams mm fn-m* She didn't even know who he was. I 
guess it mat have been George Saas that talked about 
Landon Williams and said he was a field isarahal. He 
certainly seeased to exercise gestae sort of authority there » 
He warn there to help the Sew York Chapter they said, and I 
would like to noint ©utthat 1 am ccatnletelv iimorinc: the 
&©BT*&®ESuy ox uarox wooeta^ or iisnwoocij. wna%ever nxs naajsi wa» s 
about what went m in Hew York, that so-called retoitfcal 
testimony of fir. Markle's. My client couldn't possibly have 
known what went on in lew York» !$> client never was said 
to have been there* so it had really no relationship to 
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far hM to «y» tout I would nsk you to ignore it* 

Who else? George Same — oh, X should say 
1 apologise — certainly Landon Lillians wm recognized by 
my client, she had knosin Mm on the Heat Coast » she had 
knowi. hisi around Oakland, she had knot® hi© not as a 
National figure, hut somebody In the Black Panther Party 
in the San Francisco area, the Boy area, 

George Som, Well, th#re he «as certainly 
in eemsi* Whether it»s because he had any position at 
all in the Black Panther Party is quite irrelevant. He 
had the gun. He had the brutality. He was willing to 
throw his weight around and to engage in the activities 
he 

Somehow or other, atv client is supposed 
to be responsible for all these people. I do not see that 
Mr. Markle has shorn any reason '-?hy she should be 
responsible for anv of their activities* but I iiould like 
to talk about a few of the little embroideries that people 
like Warren Kimbro and George Sams tried to add to this 
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H&ggins was around, him that Saturday night when Alex Kackley 
first arrived: Iricka logging mm around sihen he talked 
with Leaden Willlaxas and they talked and decided to telle 
to Ghaiiiagin B»thexs to find out some Snf©2sa®W«® because 
tgisy thought Chairman Broth^is aHegl^tc# w®£ abakey? You 
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remember, m cross examination, he admitted that when he 
had given a statement baek is January of 1970 to Sergeant 
DeSosa* he never said that Bricks Huggins was present at 
that conversation? You remember that on Sunday moiag, 
when he was describing these events in the basexaent» he 
said Ericka Hufsgtins was down there from the start* and on 
cross examination he said — he admitted that Ericka Bugging 
was not in the basement at all of the tine? 

More importantly, that Sunday night — anil, 

tlons of his two star witnesses — George S&kb said this 
little business of the tying up of Alex Backley was no little 
business; he said that happened before everybody went to 
Hartford* and that l4a*daa tfiXliamu and Bory Hithe were 
there, and I think that he, himself, knows that that's not 
a fact | that at some point Sunday evening, after they case 
back fro® Hartford, George 8mm » Lonnie Mc£ueas and Warren 
Kimbro tied Alex Backley to that bed| that L&ndon Williams * 
according to their testimony, ordered Alex Backley tied with 
these hanger wires* Bit originally Sarren Kisfcro would have 
had you believe that Krleka Eaggins was present* And even 
Mr. Markle, in his summation, talked about the lesson of 
this. Sricka mm there v&um the victia was tied, but 1 
would like to reaaind you that is Mr. Karkle's redirect 
exaBin&tion of tefa Kiiatoro^ Warren Kiafrro talked of that 
ittcidettt^ and he never said that BrAeka Baggiiis was present 



18 



3508 



at all that time* Arnold Markle's own witness . 

Again s on Tuesday j the day when. Ericka 
Kuggias told yon she first saw Alex Rackley tied up — on 
that Tuesday, Warren Kimbro said that Ericka Hugginc was up 
in that bedroom with Alex Rackley when Landon Williams 
reprimanded George S&ms for not being on the job, that he 
should have had Alex Rackley ready to take him out, but then 
on cross examination he wasn»t sure, somehow his memory 
wasn't Quite m goodj Ericka Hu@gins s he said,, was $m and 
out all day. 

Again, that same day, he said Ericka Muggins 
was In the living room when Land© U. ill lass reprimanded 
George Saras and told the group to get Alex Rackley ready to 

she was present* and then., again, he said she was there 
when he had a conversation with Landon. with Lonnie Mc Lucas ■ 
about guns and getting political power from Hartford, but 
on cross examination he said she wasn't present. 

Again, he said on his direct testimony she was 

and «hen Landon ffillisiag said to get the clothes, on cross 
exaaiinatJjoiJ & again, he gat 4 she was not present * 

Finally, let»e remember that conversation about 
what car to use. Originally, January, 1970 > six or seven 
ss^^^^^iit^^5 ^^^^^^^^^^ ^^^^"X^^^^t^^ ^^-3»s?iS^3t''£'^ ^ii^§t^LiEi^ ^s^^^^'^i S^^^^^^?* ^J^""fc3ri^5 

said certain thin/cs « said that thev shouldn't use barren 
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K.lrabro«a ear because it* a too-well known and so forth. But 
mm*% it convenient for Mr. Markle that suddenly, when he is 
fpptMtt&lngi; his case against Ericka ffuijgins, those words 
suddenly become Ericka Bufjg .Ins * words ? The first time he 
ever said those were Ericka Huggins* words* And you will 
remember on cross examination he admtfced that that statement 
of hie to Sergeant DeRosa had been the statement he made at 
that time and that was the truth as best he knew it at that 
time. 

Then there are those little, all those little 
frills , that he added to the testimony; some of them were 

He was able to identify a baby » a cry on that 
tape; that was Ericka Huggins* baby, you will renumber, and 

nevertheless, he did on cross essamlnation, and I would as* 
you what was he trying to do when he did that identification: 
On cross examination he admitted the baby was not present 
in that basement or whatever else happened down there . 

And* finally * with all of his testimony about 
what went on in that cellar, Ericka Huggins* role, let's 
remember that on cross esisaaisation warren Klmbr© admitted 
that in that famous statement he gave 00m© six months after 
the inaiclent.s he said that Brieka Huggins did not encourage 
the beating, he said that she just sat there and looked on, 
dldn*t say any thing a&d didn't orders* anything* 
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Wm» finally, these little additions that 
m. Markle put Into this case, extra frill*, or that his 
witnesses put in, I'm sorry. Let's remember that on that 
tap© s Ericka Huggins «*» whatever you think the theory of 
that tape is and what was hagroendng there Ericka Hu^sins., 
you remember* said, "We found he is an informer, " and then 
George Saras said, "He is not an informer. He knows all 
informers , u and she said, "Qh, yes, he knows all the 
informers." That theory of the prosecution *s ttm»<ttnA 
Alex Rackley was an informer, went down the drain with that 
phrase, because if Alex R&ckXey wasn't an informer, then 
there was no reason at all for the senseless killing, except 
for the demented mind of a George Sams. 

And I would like to remind -you that never 
again, anywhere in this testimony, in this whole case* doe© 
anybody say that Bricka Huggins thought Alex Rackley was an 
inforaer* except for that sudden hit of memory on the part 
of George Sams* Two years after a conversation occurred, 
he suddenly testifies that in a conversation in a car* 
when he admits he was smoking marijuana *~ but, even aside 
from that little fact , a conversation in the ear, all of a 
sudden * conveniently enough, he reneiKbers. Ericka Huggins said 
that Alex Rackley was an informer* 

And you. will iHHip that George Sams never 
mentioned that in the four st«,t^m@ats which he gave in 1969, 
and he neves* said it in the testimony he grave in a bail 



3511 



hearing in this court, ami ha never mM it in his testimony 
1». the Mchueas trial* Two years later fee remembered that 
little item. 

Sw } there have teen other embroideries on 
this ease, and I refer quite specifically to Arnold Markle»s 
suasnation. He talked about Erlcka Hugging, and I believe he 
referred to her tying Alex Rackley in the cellar; he talked 
about the Sunday* Ericka Bug&i&s beiiu r upstairs « and when 
the hanger was placed around Alex Backley»s neck, and you 
will reraenoer what I said about Warren Khnbro on his own 

discission down in the cellar Sunday evening — t&xi&iM 
Williams , Rory Hithe> Warren Kimbro ~~ which you will 
remember Erlcka Hugging was not present at that conversa- 
tion. He talked about Monday and all those people who 
were around the vmriovs places* you know, Landon Wllliamo, 
the field mrshal, Kory Hithe, Warren Kirebro, Lonnle McLucas , 
Chairman Brothers, June Milliard, Bobby Seale, all the 
others, and he said whv Q$£b£t she do aotmthi.nK'i Well » 
we will eoise to why she dicinU do something, Bit, if you 
were sitting in the spot in which Mrs. Hoggins was sitting, 
and you had witnessed what she ■..itnesaed* and you had been 
in the condition that she «s in, sestehow* I ask you whether 
you would have, been the one to activate all these people to 
say, "Come on, let 9 a so. hot's get out of — Let 8 © get 
Alex H&eklev out of that house-" She didn*t even know what 



condition he was In at that time. She didn't know until 

And then there was that other great phrase 
of Arnold !4&rkle 8 s, Erieka Hugging was there when the body 
mm found* Bricka Hugging wrote a not© two days before. 
1'hat note was in a jacket pockets and there it was at the 
scene. Arnold Markle somehow would like to have you 
translate that into soiae active participation of Kricka 
Huggins in that brutal, ghastly act committed by those 
two prize Wl%®smM%®$ George Bum and Warren Kimbro. 

And he talked again about all rise time she 
was with k&ndon Williams and Rory Hit he. He even seemed to 
indicate that he thought ah© was with .^^andon Williams Satur- 
day night after this conversation of George Sem and Maude 
Francis , but I think that the evidence does not bear that 
out at all. She said she wasn't sure who drove her home. 
Warren Kimbro was pretty sure that Landon. Williams and Rory 
Hithe left long before that conversation occurred. 

1 would like to ask you* ladies and gentle- 
men, do you think that Arnold Markle has proved his case 
beyond a reasonable doubt? And I would ask you if he has 
proven it even sllghtlyi even with those two conveniently- 
remembered statements , the one about the car that Warren 
Kiisbro .rmmmh%m€ f . thsa one about Alex Eaekley being an 
i&forjier that George Sams rmembered* 

Do you think really that that proves that she 
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caamlttea the crime of B&trd&r? 

Do you think really that that proves she 
committed the crime of ki dipping? 

Bo you think it graves conspiracy? Blading? 

Sometimes during the last few months , I have 
been wondering, while 1 was in. this courtroom, certainly I 
wondered why my client was here and why Arnold Harkle ever 
prosecuted this case, 

A brutal, murder ims committed, and the 
culprits have either pleaded guilty or been tried, and yet 
iso are here considering the case of Ericka Bug? ins, *toa 
Arnold M&rkle likes to describe as the leading woman Panther 
in Sew Haven. Since there didn't seem t© he @o many here , 
that's really r..-;,t a great title to have l*m afreid. 

He ever sort of went off on his own conjecture 
and surmise to a&ke Ericka Huggins the leading woman Panther 
on the Bast Coast* I never heard that mentioned at all. He 
even conjectured and sumtsed that she had known Maude 
Francis three months at a minima in daily contacts which you 
will rmeK&er when Iricka Hugging nas first involved in the 

That's hardly a daily contact . And* even so, perhaps as m 
mait older we are ©mitt conscious of acte. and X ask you. if 
Erleka Basins, should hairs bss&n cross emminirig; Maude Francis 
m to Whether she was fifteen or eighteen? 

Let's remember who Ericka Huggins is. You saw 
her gmxmlvm on. the witness aland and you can judge for 
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yourselves. You reiaeaber her mother talked about her 
childhood, her concern for people, for the young people she 
worked with, and that she was a gay s w&na, loving per* on; and 
you remember Mrs. Hug&ins , who, whsa she first met her, found 
her a nice, bright , affectionate , young person > the one who 
married her son and bore Ms child 3 and you remember Elaine 
Brown., one of Erielm*® good friends .. 

But, you don't have to judge just from what 
they said, because you saw Srie&a EugEins herself. Of course 
you saw her in 14ay of 1971 $ but I would like to have you 
remeraber that that 1 © two years after these incidents occurred 
In May of 1969, ISrlcKa Hoggins was twenty-one years old. 
She had been only twenty when her baby was bom. She just 
turned twenty-one ufam her husband was killed* She ewe 
here to AM Haven, where her husband^ home was,, where hie 
family lived # with her baby, and she stayed here and began 
to gradually get active again in the organization in which 
she had been active in the West Coasti an organization she 
felt was m organisation through which she could aacoopllsh 
those ends that she talked about wV* him. 

And you remember she said, and I think you 
have to take her word for it because there is no other 
evidence here that anything ©Iss happened, she said that she 
had seen people disciplined before, but what waas it — isnee 
bending, some sort physical labor * She'd sever seen 
beatings . She'd never &ee& torture. She'd never seen 
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boiling wat« used. And if noiSTOfi-e was not considered a 

ihf?r# were three such expulsions that ahe mm occur lie re. 

And she vras active in this group here when tMs 

darkle didn*t bring George Saias to lew Saw. I know Alex 
Kackley did not bring George Saofc: to Hew Haven. But, Ericka 
Hoggins dldn*t bring George Smm to Haw Haven either. She 
»8 here. She was a part of a group here^ and that Sunday 

Sunday w&mtm 1« the office of the Black Panther Party in 
Hew Haven * sosaebody was sleeping. 

Sow* I know on the tape made a long time »« 
and l*si talking about a long time psycho! ogleally more than 
in minutes or hours — but on the tape Made a long time 
after that incident., Ericka B®g$im said,, "I kicked him," 
and then you will ramea&er she told you what she meant by 
"kicking/ 5 and I think that's a fair definition* although 
HP, Markle would like to forget it. 

Anyway, you will reraeateer Ericka Hugging 

started to talk to this brother* Alex, and finfiimx out that 
he didn't know — first, he said he didn't know how to read, 
and thoa, trying to tell Mb that ought to try, that this 
is what — the only way to really work in the Party, be a 
good bother, and he should learn tSm programs the Party, 
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he should ^Luciy it. At sosws point or other, he said he 
couldn't read, arid at some point in that time something 
©napped with (Seorge Sasaa apparently* because who started 
the heating? It was George 3mm . Who belabored Alex 
R&ekl«y for lying? It was George Sajas. who JoJtoed in 
that beating? Marren Klrabro. Who hit Alex Raekley with 
tfaHt stick? barren Kissbro and George Sams* 

Eventually, after Alex Kaekley mm given an 
opportunity to leave, and did not leave? for whatever reason, 
whether m. take Maude Francis * statement that George Sam 

hist back or whether ~~ well, even some of the other 
testimony seemed to Indicate that George Sons said, "Okay, 
let's go down to the h^eront," and to in that basement, 
he was beaten again, he m questioned, he was tortured, 
he ;ms questioned, the hot water was poured, he was 
questioned, and then after George Smm had been yelling 
at Alex R&ekley for a long time, after George Sams had 
been questioning Alex H&ekley, after he said he was a 
phm&tft after he said he was lying, after he said he was a 
disgrace to the Black Panther Party, It was after all that 
that Oearge Sams said, "Okay, we're going to make a tape . 
Com: on, bring the tape down to the mSIm*** and he said 
to Brick** n tfe want you to open up this tape. 1 ' 

Mm$ I went you to tm@$mm that George Soma 
is walking, around there with that in his belt, he had 
bean brataliging another Party mesfi?er, and Arnold Markle 
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would '::amhm have yea believe that Aen isrlefea Hoggins made 
that tape, she was just performing some little simple 
function. She was looking at Alex Rackley, who had been 
brutalised fey these men* and mm then was sitting there 
with a gun held on him by George Saras, and she began to 
talks and 1 think — I don't think that Arnold Markle's 
skepticism about why she said the things she said on that 

Erlcka Muggins knew, what George Sam expected of her, I 
think you* too* WMli have said, w li decided he w a 
phoney" and didn't say "George Saras decided he was a phoney." 
You, too, might say, "We asked him again and again," not 
"George Bmm asked him ©gain and again." You, too, might 
have said, "We then stood him up," not "George Saras and so 
and so stood him up*" 

And when she said, "We decided he shouldn f t 
leave," Isn't it really George Saras'; Everybody said it was 
George Sams who decided he shouldn't leave* 

And, finally, —"so, then we began to realize 
how phoney he was, w and I ask you, if you had been in her 
spot, would you have been saying, "George Sams decided he 
phoney R 1 

But, finally — and this &** 1 think, where 
to that famous phrase "We found out that he is an 
informer," and George Saras then said, "No. No. Ho. No. He 
is not an inf. oxsmr* He Mnmm all the inf ornery H and Ericka 
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Buggias j fcaMag the l@&d> says tih&t Ssorge Sasm wants her 
•to My, *€fe» be knows all the jbtflnpHEHU* and then she asked 
Mm if she should relate mmm s these are the names that 
haw already Ibmtim &aid» and deorge Sams, was the one Mho 
said no, he will relate them to us. 

And, right at the end of those tapes* or the 
introduction of those tapes, those tapea which Arnold M&rkle 
says prove that Uricka Hugging thought Alex Rackley was an 
inform' .-.'^ prow her hatred for hta, prov$ that she was part 
of this vielous scheme — right at the end of the tapes* 
she said, "That's ba&ically what happened with Brother 
Alex." ^Brother Alex/ not "pig," not "traitor, 8 not 
"inforsaer" — nothing tout the friendly word ''Brother,' 1 

And I would also say to you that if yon do 
listen to those tapes in. the jury room I don't think you 
really need to because you heard them now twice, or have 
heard this part of it twice — I would gay to you Ericka 
Huggias doesn't use that phrase that Arnold Markle thunders 
at you periodically * In the thutidaring voice ha did he 
saya> n Sit down, Motherfucker. ICeep still." And you will 
remember l*r ©^planation of why she said it, and I think 
that you would believe it. 

ntm? aside from those tapes, which I think 
we have explained, there really isn't naxeh else that Mr. 
Arnold ilftr&l<® has b&ati able to say tot yew except sarcasm 
and aessethifi^ about why didn't she tell sosjehody and why 
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didn't she stop it. 1 think it's almost a truism that she 
obviously is net charged with a crim of silence, sue is 
charged with .aiding and letting m amrder, and when Ms 
Honor charges you as to what that all means , I think that 
yaa i.-„re going to- find that silence is indeed not 'teeing an 
access ory^ even Knowledge is. not being an accessory. There 
lias to be some sort of active participation in a. crime. 
That's true not only of aiding and abetting murder, but 
have to he Intentional In our acts> we have to do something 
with a purpose, in order to toe convicted of a crime* and I 
tfould submit to you that Bricks. Hugging; has not been shown 
to have that criminal intent on any of the other charge* 
against her. 

Really, I would also like to you what 
was Ericka to say and who could she say it to? She tried 
— you remember, she tired to spealt to Bobby Seale. She 
got as far as "There is a brother" and then, in this group-, 
of men* shosa Arnold Markle would have you believe she should 
have rallied to go back to the house to free this mm — 
this group of men, she got cut off in. ?4&ybe tttteflMM \J 
unusual or impossible for Arnold Marble, but, then, he is / 
a man, and perhaps a tm of the mmm in the jury will JtenW 
Juat how easy it is to have that happen. 

And she didn't know Bobby Seale very well at 
that time either • t&a $mb Qm t t forget that* She had 
seen hist once or twice, a mm far removed from her world , 
travelling, about the ©ountry »a&£ttg apMMbtt * alighting in 
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Sew Haven briefly, someone to whoa she really couldn't talk* 

Who else was there? Her very good friend, 
as Arnold Maria© would like to describe him, l/arren Kiaibro? 
She tried to talk to barren, do p» remember, after all this 

that have to happem " and Warren Kimbro wouldn't even 
answer her, and then he went away about his business* and In 
paid no attention to what was going on with Mr. Rackley. 

I ask you, do you really think she could 
have talked to Vfarran Stabro? 

You rej&esiber, she didn't know London Williams 
very well. After all, he was from National. And If we even 
buy Mr. Markle's theory that she &om$xcm knew that London 
vailllaas knew what had ffone on in that house, it would be 
even less reason for her to even talk to him, because if 
she knew that Landon imiiaajs had tied up Alex B&ckley, 
or had ordered a hanaer be $ut around his neck* she knew 
that t4andon Williams had done some of these other things 
that barren iCimbro said — if she knew that Landon Williams 
had said, "Let's wait for Bobby Seale," — if she knew that 
Landon MiXllmm heard those tapes and he hadn't done any- 
thing, do you think that she could talk to Landon Williams 

she hardly knew at all? 

could she talk to sorry Hithe? 

And if you were in her shoes, would you have 
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used that telephone* as &r* K&rkle would teie wasted her to 
do, t© call up Elaine Brosai or to sail iter jte*3jHMit 

Kemember, she said she thought the phones were 
tapped. I think that's a reasonable assumption. Arnold 

pportunlty to let the authorities know. But, this is the 
Srieka Huggins who, only four months before, when her own * 
husband was killed, was arreted by the police. She went 
through a hair~raising ea&erlenee in that January* Her 
husband was mrdered, she is arrested, her three-week old 
baby 10 taken from her, she is held in custody for a day. 
I really don't think that -any of us, having gone through 
that experience, would somehow look with glee in telling . 
the police directly or indirectly what had happened in tha/ 

And even then, you see, vdiy didn't she tell? 
She didn't tell that Alex Backley had been beaten. At that 
time, and up until Tuesday afternoon, she didn't even know 

Mow, maybe siw should have foand ©sit some- 
tiling sj0re had. happenedj, and that's part of ii&rkle'ts — Mr, 
Markle»s theory* X suppose, but you have heard her describe 

tried to go around functioning^ but, obviously, it wasn't 
nejml* Her witMrss#al, her failure to do anything, is not 
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these erases with whioh she is her© charged. And even if 
she could twm talked sosaso&e — Mr* Markl© talks with 
»uoh ease about os@*b t&»Xgu», the -slergy — could they 
really have helped? 

As I ms$4 IMat** It' a always hard io* a 
lawyer to atop talking, especially In a case like this. 
It Is especially hard in a case like this. 

When I sit doim, end after you have had & 
little lunch, you are going to hear froia Mr. Garry, who is 
going to talk about .mother ease ^hieh happened to be tried 

hear from Hr. Markle, yho is going to rebut us both, or try 
to rebut us both, ami I woB*t be able to say anything more 
to you. 

I haven't the slightest notion what Mr* 
Markle will try to eesae up with to try to prove to you that 
somehow or other my client should be found guilty >but I hope 

1 really rely on you that vrhen you are sitting there 
listening to Mr. Garry, that you don*t forget the ease of 
Sricka Hoggins , that you don»t forget the fact that she 
ha&4»t been proven guilty of anything. 

And when you listen to Mr, Markle, If he 
starts eaibroidering; en the evidenee ag&i% that perhaps 
you will do what I will not be able to do, and that is to 
answer hist, 1 hope you rsassaber who isy elient really is, 
what she realtor said* rAat shs reallv tried to do in this 
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world* the fact timt she h&sn*t consaaittetl any crlsae here, 
she hasn*t been proven .guilty of any ex-is© herei certainly 
that she has not done what Kr. Arnold Markle claims she lias 
done,, and that Imping gone through all that, you* yourselves, 
will come out with a verdict of not guilty on those counts. 
Thank you* 

THE COtWf : All right, ladles and gentlemen, 
you may retire- now ana prepare to go to lunch. 

(The jury was excused at Hi 56 /uM. } 

THE cmmt All ri^t, prepare to recess for 

lunch. 

Recess until 1 ©■ clock. 

(The court recessed &t 12s 00 P.M.) 



(The court reconvened at 3*00 P. H. ) 

THE COURT: All set, counsel? 

MR. MARKLE: Yea, sir. 

THE COURT: Call the jury. 

(thereupon, at 3:00 o 'clock , the jury was 

suimnonod , ) 

THE COURT: All right, ladies and gentlemen. 
Mr. Markle? 

MR .HARKLE t Ladies and gentleman , it now becomes 
my choice and ray chance to answer what the defense has raised. 
The personal attack on me, I'm not going to dignify by comment. 
Frankly, I have a job to do. 

George Saras was put on the stand, warren Kiinhro 
was ;.ut on the stand, and they were put on the stand well 
knowing there were inconsistencies in their stories,, But 
let's see just exactly what happens with those inconsistencies . 
Let's see what happens when we go through day after day the 
events that came down. 

If you take just Tuesday — and I'll go through 
it fast, and I'll go through it briefly — but I'll tell you 
this j They say that Ashwood was a paid informant. Ashwood 

on and did his job — that's the officer from New York — 
and he says they were in New York, and it was verified that 
they were in Mew York and they came down here. And who 
verified it? Sams verified it. And who verified what Sams 



said about, that first Tuesday? Ericka Muggins. And, so did 
he lie about that Tuesday when he carac down here? And the 
Thursday, the next tine they carae down here, who said that 
Sams carce down here with Landon williaws? Ericka Muggins. 
And they engage in speculation, and surmise, and they say, 
"Who said Field Marshal , who Mentioned that rank?" I ask you 
to use your coyraraon sense. Is it possible, is it conceivable 
that this woman spends time with Landon Williams and doesn't 
know his rank? Is it possible and is it conceivable? When I 
asked her on GW&m examination , what was Elaine Brown 6 s rank, 
her lifetime girlfriend, she tells rm she doesn't know — 
in the very Party that she is a political instructr ..: $m. 
And so, if we are going to talk about credibility, let® 8 examine 
the facts and let's see what really happened. 

So then, we go fron there to Saturday, Saturday 
night, and there's no argument about what happened on that 
night. Who verified them? Saws told you what happened. I 
don't claim Sains, I'm not claiming ®mm *s the "golden knight* 
on some large horse that gallops down here. I didn't send 
Sams up from the West Coast. They did. Where did he corne from, 
Satas, Landon Williams? What's the unrefuted testimony? 
Who sent this "wadraan" out, this w brutal killer"? Who sent 
him on a mission? Who put hin in Connecticut? Bobby Seale, 
the Cental Cotaraittee, National, Oakland. And where is the 
refutation of that evidence? 
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How did he get here? He cams up with Landon 
Williams® They appear suddenly froia the ifest Coast. How, 
is it conceivable, is it reasonable, t beg you to search your 
mind 3 and ask yourselves in a normal , common everyday way of 
life, would Bricka not have known exactly where Landon Williams 
caiae from? They called to tell her Gonsalves and McLucas 
are coming up here. But they don't call to tell her anything 
about Landon Williams and George Sams, who suddenly appear? 

But, that's Saturday night. There 8 a a 
seduction scene. There's an order given for the seduction. 
Sams says that Landon Williams told him to have them do it,, 
He then talked to Bricka Muggins, That' s his testimony «> 
And th&\g in the presence of Bricka Uuggins and Warren Kirabro, 
he says to Maude Francis, '•Seduce him." Bricka Huggins says 
that took place. She just changes it around , she says she 
was ordered to do it by Santa. She questioned why, she 
challenged his authority, she tells us. But he said — and 
this is what's significant if she's to be believed because 
this is the way it went down the rest of the time — he said 
to her, "Keep quiet and obey orders , * or * Ids ten to your 
CUn&TAr* What "orders"? Who sent this mm up here with 
authority? The State's Attorney's office? The Police 
Department? The Hew York Police Department? Alex Rack ley? 
Oh, no. This man was sent by the West Coast, Seale and the 
rest of them. "Send hiia out here — go do your mission,* 
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just like any para-military outfit. And they said, but where 
does this "Field Marshal" coma from, where does "Deputy Minister 
of Defense" come from? That's not a military title? And we 
hoard that from Mrs, Huggins. That's the man I referred to, 
that's June Milliard and we were told that he held a position 
of that sort. Arul that's it. 

I talked about "June Milliard, 8 and if I said 
"David Billiard, 8 at any time with reference to my opening, 
then t apologize because I meant June milliard was here. 

All right. And what happens? We are told that 
this is a "peaceful man." I think Father Heal and Father Boyle 
are good men. I have no question about them, I don't question 
their credibil:! fcy. X don't question it for a moment. I 
question their judgment of this man Seale. Oh, I do question 
that. Listen. This is the man that doesn't like killing, 
no raore than Mr. Garry likes killing, no more than Mr. Seale 
likes killing. This is the speech: "But the best pigs that 
we know of is one who will get up in the morning, pick up his 
AR-15 and his machine gun, and a shotgun, go down the police 
station and kill all the rotten, chicken-shit pigs in the 
police station, and if he's a racist — " notice that — "if 
he's a racist, then shoot himself. 1 * 

Absent being a racist he did all right. 
That ' s the peaceful man that we are told about * "The best 
pigs that we know of is one who will get up in the morning. 



pick up his aR-15, and his machine gun and a shotgun, go 

down the police station and kill all the rotten , chicken-shit 

pig3 in the police station, and If he's a racist* kill 

himself*. That's peace-loving? That's a man that hates 

killing? That's a man that's not ready to pick up the gun? 

not 

That's a man that's /ready to use it if there's an informant 
inside? That's a man ready to saw an Alex Rackley? 

And we go on. We leave that, and we go on to 
the next day. Saturday, there's an attempt to seduce, and 
that's verified by Kirabro. Kirabro verified it. And he has 
a tragedy, he's a tragedy in this oonraunity because he could 

have been a leader and he was struck down. And e -yes, ""he is .- 

thirty~seven, and yes* he was taken in by this Party. 

Because, again^ we are not talking about 
ideology, we are talking about practice. If I were young 
and black , I'd be interested in their ideology. But would 
I be interested in their practice? In what they did to 
Alex Rackley? In what they put into effect here? That' s 
what we are about. You can have all of the rhetoric in the 
world, you can speak in the most God-given tones , you can 
speak of "goodness and light," "feeding people," all of that, 
"taking care of people" — but what do you actually do? 
What's the old adage that we use? It comes down to what do 
you do on the street? Was there a breakfast program in Mew 
Haven — no. Was there the money from this program going to 
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the breakfast program, from the speaking engagement — no. 

It wasn * t even staying in Hew Haven. Was there a raedioal 

program in Mew Haven — no. The testimony is clear to that. 

Hon© of that was started. All we had was rhetoric, and a man 

being held and brutally tortured. 

Now, we go back to Saturday. It's verified 

by Kinbro, Saras, Who verifies what they say? Ericka Huggins. 

Who does she leave with? She leaves that very Saturday night, 

that very Saturday night is the first night of the seduction, 

by her own testimony, with Landon Williams and Rory Hithe. 

She said that ~- 

MISS RORABACKs If your Honor please, — 
MR, MARKLB : She said, "1 can't recall" — • 
MISS RORABACK a 1 wish to object. That®s a 

misstatement of the evidence. 

MR. MARKXB t — she says, "I can't recall*' — 
THE COURT t The jury will understand what the 

evidence is. 

MR. MARKLEt — *I can » t recall, but T wt&tfe 
with them as far as I can recall." And the next morning 
does she not appear back at the place? And who verifies that? 
George Sams. Sure he's "crazy," sure, Landon Williaiss, sure. 
Warren Kiobre is crazy, crazy for jumping in here , and so is 
Ericka Huggins, and so is every brother and sister in that 
place that partook in what happened to Alex Rackley, They 
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are out of their minds. 

But it is not an excuse , and it can't resurrect 

Can you really give the State a fair trial if 
you feel that kind of sympathy should enter with what happened 
to Alex Rack ley? 

There is no &*A "enoe, X s'<0>nit, that this woman 
ever withdrew from that organization, from the plan, from the 
orders that were given by George Saras. There is no evidence, 
I submit, that anyone was that terrified. 

Go to Sunday. Sunday the whole torture starts. 
What did Maude Francis say? Maude Francis verifies exactly , 
exactly what the testimony was® She says she walked in. She 
said she was in the apartment, sh© ntxld that she was asked to 
find out if the wan was an infiltrator. She did. She told 
Sams that he wasn't® That corroborates Saras, corroborates 
what Ericka Huggins told us, it corroborates exactly what we 
were told by Warren Kiwbro. She says that she knew that Rackley 
was sitting in a chair about to go to sleep on Sunday morning, 
and Ericka told him to pick up a book , or a paper and read it, 
and he attempted to read it, and then Ericka asked him what he 
read and he said, he didn't know, and at that point she said 
there was a lot of conversation, and she couldn't recall. 
That's just the way Ericka Muggins put it on the tape, just the 
way it went down — just the way. 



And she said, there watt a conversation about 
Brick a liuggins also saying something to him about "lying to 
the people , " and then Kimbro struck hira, and other people 
struck hint. There's no question about that. They were all 
brutal that afternoon, that morning, Sunday, terribly brutal, 
terribly hating. They had contempt for Alex Rackley. 

Did Alex Rackley have an attorney to speak 
for hia? Did he have all the God-given rights of a trial? 
Did anyone speak for Alex Rackley? Did anyone say, "Stop, 
hold it. The man is entitled to medical attention, to kind- 
ness, to some kind of ministration of help*? Ho, not at all. 
They all jumped in and beat hira. Even animals don't treat 
their own like that that I know of. But here we've got human 
being - . 

And so, they all say, it's George Saras* fault. 
Georga Sams is the mean one. But do they leave George Saras? 
Do they stay away from him? Do they stay in the apartment — 
that's what I ask you, that's what I beg you to bear in mind. 
Because, I'm not stretching for anything — 1 oou't care — » 
t*m not goin</ to make ray reputation on whether I convict or 
you acquit. These people — I don't care what Mr. Garry says, 
I'm in this profession too long, and I've got too much 
experience behind me, and I care too much about this community 
to worry about if I've got to make my reputation on whether 
I get Seale or anyone else — but I ask you, I ask you to look 
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at what I had to put on. I had to use Panther witnesses. 

Who else did I have? Who else could I put on to tell you what 

happened in that house? 

Ask yourselves, what other witnesses do I have? 
Did you hear June Hill lard? Do 1 have control of him? So, 
I don't. They do. He was there. Do I have control of 
David Brothers, Deputy Minister of — something — in Mew York? 
Mo. They do. He's a Panther. Do I have control over him? 
No. I put on what I could. I put on Margaret Hudgins. Sure, 
I put her on. She's still a mercer of the Party. She doesn • t 
like me any better than anybody else that got on here that was 
a Panther. But she got on, and she testified. Did you hear 
one question asked of her , just one question asked of her 
about how about poor, how about poor Ericka Huggins and the 
temperament that she was in? Wasn't she terrified? I submit 
to you there was not one question asked of Margaret Hudgins 
about what kind of mental state this woman was in. 

In point of fact, her mother and her raother-in- 
law couldn't tell you what kind of mental state she was in 
in May of 19f>9 either, because they hadn't seen her. She had 
cut herself off from them. Remember that. They hadn't seen 
her, and we are talking about May of 1969. 

What does she do? Where have we heard anything 
about how gentle she was, and depressed she was? Mow, we 
put Margaret Hudgins on. She saw her every day. Bear in 



mind , please, that this woman , Margaret Kudgins, was the one 
responsible for the care of E rick a Huggins ' child. And I say 
to you, if they were so terrified, she and Margaret Hudgins , 
so terrified of Sama* would they go back Saturday, Sunday , 
Monday , Tuesday, and even Wednesday with the children? Would 
they stay at the house with them all that time? With thin imifc 
that they were so terrified of? Or wasn't it a fact that they 
were following orders, and the orders were. Rack ley was 
expendable, he was a man who could be used. They didn • t care 
what happened to Rack ley. Who's going to raise a hue and cry | 
about a man from Florida, the poor roan that comes from Florida 
and been in the Party eight months? Did you hear one voice j 
say, "Don't do it. Stop, Help hira"? Not at all — there was 
no voice — because they didn't care what happened to Rack ley. 

They were in the pack and they were after Rackley , and they 

f 

used hira and they tossed him away all in the name — and that's 
what makes it so, so deadly, so sad — all in the name of 
something that could have been decent. 

They say to you, they say , "The establishment 
is what creates Rackley. " That's not true. Alex Rackley is 
a product of our environment, there's no question about it, 
and if anyone should have had compassion for Alex Rackley , it 
should have been the people that were holding him, because 
they should have understood all of what had contributed to his 
makeup. And, yes, if I'm accused of having served on the same 
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committee with Warren Kimbro, I'm not ashamed of it. The man 
made a horrendous mistake. But he was man enough to admit it. 

tod even George Saras admits it. But everybody 
else want 3 to jump back now, and say: "George Sams is the 
brutal one." Did you hear one bit of evidence from the 
defense concerning Margaret Hudgins and Ericka Huggins leaving 
their children at 127 JIurlburt Street? Did you hear one 
reason they couldn't, shouldn't have, wouldn't have wanted to 
get thesa away from this "madman"? Get them away from the 
.45? Get them away from the torture — do something? No. 

Because, I submit, there was no testimony 
as to that, there could be none. They willingly, voluntarily, 
and freely catae Imok there- each and every day to partake in 
taking a piece of Mr. Rack ley because that was a Party order, 
and that was a Party practice, and they went with it. 

Just ask yourself, as mothers , what would you 
do? If you were in the same situation as Ericka Muggins, 
would you have been soared? Well, I ask you, if you'd been 
scared , would you not have done something, something that 
would have saved Alex Rack ley? 

We are told on the West Coast they weren't 
afraid to turn to the prosecution, and that had to do with 
her own husband. Elaine Brown told us that. Well, the 
prosecution hadn't harassed Ericka tlug«£ns. But, no phone 
was made there, no phone call was made to the clergy, no 



phone call was made to Mr. and Mrs* Huggins. Hobody was 
contacted. Alex Rack ley was in their hands — and they loved 

its 

They'll tell you just George Sams was vicious, 
but they all partook. I mean, how can you leave a nan tied 
to a bed, day after day, in his own filth, not feed hira, and 
say that you wore afraid? How can you go out and go about 
your own business, and go home every night and sleep, and eat, 
and do your own daily routine, and say that you are a human / 
being? 

Take that Sunday. Again, George Saras told you 
how it went down. Warren Kimbro told you what happened. 
In the afternoon they told you they did go to the rally. Who 
verified all of that? Ericka Huggins. The only twist we get 
in all of the fact situation is that she has a hard time 
remembering Landon Williams and Rory Hi the, and whether or 
not when they came back from Hartford, she went into the room 
where the victim was, when Landon Williams was there and Rory 
Hi the was there. 

But there is no question, no question that 
Landon Williams, the Field Marshal from Oakland, was upstairs 
on that Sunday afternoon after the rally. And Sams did say, 
earlier, it was before they went to the rally. But on cross 
examination by Miss Roraback, he corrected it to say it 
actually occurred after the rally that Landon Williams and 
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Rory Hi the carae in. And it is true that they were there, 
ancl it was testified to by Sams, and it was corroborated by 
Warren Kirabro — and above ail, Ericka Huggins said they were 
there on that particular day and they were upstairs in that 
room, because she went, they came up the stairs with her, she 
went to the ladies room was her testimony, and they went in the 
direction of Alex Rackley*s room. 

Now, that's what she recalls. And that very 
Sunday night, by her own testimony, she leaves with kandon 
Williams and Rory Hi the — which is corroborated by Kiiabro and 
Sai33. They told you that themselves before they even know 
what Ericka Huggins would testify to when she took the stand. 
It 8 s the small, important things. 

They say to you, Sams lies, Kirabro lies. Well, 
I'm showing you where in major points, there isn't a bit off 
lying. 

And what happens on Monday? tfe are told she 
cotses back to the house, she comes back to the house willingly 
and she waits there until they get a call to meet Seale in the 
car. And then she and Warren Kimbro go out and raeet him. 
Warren Kirabro told you that, George Saras told you that. It's 
verified by the testimony of Ericka liuggins. She went out and 
she wet them. And where do they go? Warren Kirobro tells us. 
They went back to her apartment, Billiard , June Billiard, 
David Brothers — that's the brother that brought hira up now. 



don* t forget, that's the brother that brought him up from 
New York , brought lack ley up — cones to Mew Haven . He never 
once is taken over to the Kimbro apartment. Outside, yes — 

i 

never inside. Why not? Why didn't he go? And there's ; 

Landon Williams, and there ' s Rory Hi the, and that's just what | 

i 

we are told by Warren Kimbro, that's just what we are told ! 
— I don* t think George S arsis knew because he hadn't gone — 

j 

we were told that by Warren Kimbro. 

i 

And Ericka Huggins verifies it. Verifies 
they all went up there. And more importantly. Sergeant Pastore, 
we are told, you know, he fabricated his evidence , everything 
because he's a police officer. "Police officers — prosecution"? 
The same drain. Get rid of then* because , you know, the only 
people that are telling the truth are the Panthers. I 

So, let's see what the Panthers say. 

Ericka Huggina says they went up there just at 
the time that Sergeant Pastore puts hiw going up into those 
premises. Is he lying about that? And they go up there, 
and they have this talk with Mr. and Mrs. Huggina. And then 
they leave , and Ericka Huggina is there with David Brothers, 
with Landon Williaws, with Rory Hi the, with Bobby G. Seal®, 
with June Billiard — and nothing is s<».id about Alex Rackley? 
Do you believe that? Do you believe that there is this 
silent conspiracy? Do you believe that they don't talk about 
this horrendous act? 
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How, June fllliard and Rory Hithe already know 
about it — I'm sorry, Landon and Rory J5.the know about it. 
June Billiard is sent over to verify it, and goes. That's 
by Warren Kirabro. When we ask Mrs. Huggins what was her 
recall of that, she couldn't recall whether June Milliard 
left the apartment, couldn * t recall whether he left the 
apartment on that Sunday afternoon 9 

How, we don't know, all right? But I take 
Warren Kimbro • s word : He said it happened. He went over 
there. Saras corroborates hiia. There they are, they listen 
to the tape, they cone back. Now, they are with him, they 
are in that apartment, they are in the apartment with Bobby G„ 
Seale. And ask yourself, why didn't he go to the Kittvbro 
apartment whan he drove into town? Why didn't he go right 
to the headquarters of the Black Panther Party in New Haven? 
Why didn't he go where there was a room available for him, 
two rooms available to him as far as anyone knew — if they 
didn't tell him that Rack ley was being held there? Two bed- 
rooms would have been available, the one in which Rackley was 
in and the next one. And you saw the diagram. But, instead, 
he goes to the Huggins apartment, and that's verified, where 
there's bound to be people such as Lonnie McLucas, Margaret 
Hudgina r and the three children. 

Now, does that make sense — unless there is 
some kind of plan, son© conception, something that they've been 



told — "Don't go to the Kimbro apartment., stay away from there 
for now until we verify it." 

What happens? They get there, Hilliard goes 
over, comas back , that* a Kimbro *s testimony , and I aubiait to 
you there is not one bit of evidence refuting that, not one 
bit. And, so, where is June Milliard? What does he tell us 
about what he's heard? Have you seen him on that witness stand 
— the Deputy Minister — whatever he is — from California? 
Have you seen him, have you heard him, have they called hlra? 

MISS RORABACK: If your Hot. or please — - 

HU. GARRY: If your Honor please, this is going 
outside of the direct — there's no showing, no evidence that 
any of these witnesses he says we should have called were even 
available, and for him to wake this innuendo is misconduct. 

THE COURT: It's not in the evidence. 

MR. MARKLEs Sir? 

TII32 COURT: It's not in the evidence. 

MR. MARKLR: I submit I asked that, your Honor, 
and she said he was still in the Party. I asked that of 
Mrs. Huggins. 

THE COURT t A Party member? 
MR. HARKLE: All right. 

This Party member, June Hilliard , did you hear 
him? This high ranking — 

MISS RORABACK : I object again. There's 



17 

certainly no evidence that ray client could in any way control 
the actions of someone else, and. I object to Mr. Markle trying - 

MR. HAMLK? I claim it. 

HISS ROR ABACK: — to build up — 

MR. GARRY s Also there • s no evidence that rny 
client could have 

THE COURT: Counsel , would you let roe rule? 

MR. GARRY: Yea. 

THE COURT: Get off it, Mr. Markle. 

MR. MARKLE t Your Honor , may I take exception? 

We then go back to the apartment, and they go 
to the Seals rally, and that's verified by Kiiabro. What he 
says is there , Kiiabro says it, and it's verified by Ericka 
Huggins, just the way it went down, exactly the way it happened. 

So, what Mr. Kiiabro said X verify through the 
mouth of the defense witness. It's corroborated. She goes 
up on the stand — and did you hear one question asked of 
Margaret liudgins about her condition on that particular day 
when she went up there? Not one question was asked: Was he 
nervous, was she depressed, was anything wrong with her in 
May of 1969? And so, we corroborate that. 

And now they leave, and Inspector Pastor© 
places him going in — Sergeant Pastor© places him going in, 
and he places him coming out. Sure he's on my payroll — it's 
not »on my payroll* — he's on the payroll of the State. 
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That isn't a God-given fault that — we should get rici of him 
because he happens to have testified in this case? Mo* 

So I say to you , he's verified It, about what 
time they arrived there and what they left there. And by 
Ericka Hoggins « 

And then, where do we go? We go back to the 
Kinbro apartment. You are asked to look at those pictures 
that were put into evidence by the defense. Those pictures 
that the photographer told us were taken from an angle set up 
by — whom? By Mr. Rosen. How, a head is not a camera. Even 
assuming that there were poles in the way, a person can move 
one way or the other. But do you remember that photographer? 
If you want to talk about " fabricated evidence," he was told 
the angles to take. He was told what they wanted him to see. 
He was told not how many pictures to t&fea , but the angles 
that he was to take. Against that, I'm going to ask you to 
look at the pictures we put in concerning the scene and 
Mr. Garry present in those pictures. There's not a thing the 
State had to hide, not one thing. There they are, with 
Mr. Garry standing in then, and see if you can't s>oe those 
steps and that doorway. 

MR. GARRY: How, just a minute, if your Honor 
please. There 8 & not one scintilla of evidence as to where 
those pictures were shot fron. He didn't introduce that into 
evidence. 



Tins COURT i The pictures are in evidence , 

fflr. Garry. 

MR. GARRY: 1 understand. 

THE COURT: The jury has seen them. I assume 
they 8 11 look at it again. That* 3 their privilege. 

MR. MARKLE: Look at them, see, he's in thera. 
There they are. Compare that with the pictures directed by 
Mr. Rosen. 

Now, we go on. There you've got corroboration 
again of Sergeant Pas tore, and by whose mouth? Again, m» are 
back to that day when they go to the Seale — the Kimbro 
apartment , when they tell you that that 8 a a fabricated piece 
of evidence : Ericka Muggins says he was out in the car. She 
went in for twenty minutes and the car was where he said it 
was, not where Mr. Garry would have you believe it was parked, 
near the archway. And they go in and she says — 

MR. GARRY s This isn't true — 

THE COURT t Mr. Garry, this is argument. 

MR. GARRY: But at least he should stick to the 

evidence. 

THE COURT: Mo, Mr. Garry, please. 

MR. MARKLE: And she says, she says that she 
doesn't know in the twenty minutes she's in that house , she 
does not know whether or not Seale entered that house. But 
he's at the location. He's at the exact location where George 
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Sams puts him at the time he gives the order. Who is he with 
again? Landon Williams and Rory H i the, always Landon Williams 
and Rory Hi the. hnd there he is. And he talks with them, 
and he tells thera that he's going to be killed, tells them in 
no uncertain terms. And then he uses the men's room, and 
then , again, we've got the cast of characters that wipe 
fingerprints off. And then he leaves. He leaves and he returns 
to the Hurlburt Street apartment. 



know anything, and we were told that he's been "railroaded." 
Well, I submit, why wasn't he taken out, why wasn't Alex Raekley 
taken out Sunday night? Why wasn't he killed on Sunday night 
after that torture? Why was he held through Monday and all 
the way into Tuesday — until Seal** had cleared town? 
Why? Why when Landon Williams was there , and Rory Hi the, 
and Warren Kirabro, and McLucas , and Saras — the same exact 
a*wt of characters you get on Tuesday — are in the house that 
Sunday night after the Mam Clayton Powell rally: If the only 
person whose plan this is is George Sams, why, why didn't 
Sams order him out that night before the man that he feared — 
the wan that he dreaded came to town and found out? Why? 



inviting his own destruction. If he really wanted to destroy 
the Party: Sunday night, get him out, kill him. And then 
what are they going to say? 



And yet we are told everything is — he doesn't 
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But he doesn't do that. That man is held there 
through Sunday night , after Landon Williams and Rory Hi the 
have seen hint* He's held there through Monday, after June 
Milliard has seen him, and after Rory Hi the has aeon him, again 
and heard the tapes, both of them again. And then they go 
and have that, and then we have Seale there. 

Mow, what happens that Tuesday morning? Landon 
Williams, Rory H-ithe, Bobby G. Seale , June Billiard come to the 
apartment, and David Brothers. Does David Brothers go in the 
apartment? No. Is that not verified by Sams? Is it not 
verified by Ericka Huggins , by Maude Francis , by Margaret 
Hudgins? tod Seale cosaes in and uses the phone and then Hithe 
wipes off the fingerprints,, h completely innocuous act he 
would have you believe,, He doe®n 8 t mention it in the summation 
lt e s not important. 

Maude Francis told you that. She told you that, 
and she told you that upstairs in the room when they — when 
they say what her testimony was, nobody told you that Maude 
Francis said the victim, when he was taken out and after they 
had gotten the clothes for him, had his hands tied up in that 
room by Landon Williams, and Lonnie McLucas was there when it 
was done ~ nobody says that* and nobody says that when 
Margaret Hudgins saw him — and they talk about me not 
telling you the truth — • they say, nobody says that when 
Margaret Hudgins is in the kitchen, her testimony is that she 



sees his hands are tied and that he's barefoot, and that he's 
let out, he® B let out barefoot, hands tied, hanger around his 
neck a 

Margaret Hudgins says that, but Ericka Hoggins 
doesn't see it. She ' s looking straight at his face. 

I*ra asking you, ladies and gentleraen — and 
not for any gory details — I'ra asking you for the search of 
the truth. Look at that wan. Look at that poor victim. 
Look at that hanger around his neck — and tell me, if you 
could not see it if you looked at his face straight on in that 
kitchen? 

And so, again , the version by Kimbro and Sams 
is verified, by Margaret Hudgins , by Prances — by Maude 
Francis. It's verified in quite a few details in point of 
fact by Ericka JIuggins. So, where have we "fabricated the 
evidence"? where is this not the truths That this has been 
an execution by the Party — for Party purposes. Where is 
it anything store than that? 

Who stopped the killing here? The arrests 
stopped the killing. If that body hadn't bean found , 
everybody would have gone on their own normal way. There was 
no 'me and cry when he was brought out that night. Ericka 
Muggins returns to her apartment. With whow? Landon Williams, 
the Field Marshal, and Rory Hi the. 

In point of fact, I analyze* the testimony, and 



except for the first night when she is not sure, there ' s not 
another night when she doesn't go home with them, Landon 
Williams and Rory Hi the. How, not one night in all of these 
nights that they don't go back to the same apartment with h«r. 
How, you say, what'g the significance of that? Well, ray good 
friends, here she is with the Field Marshal , here she is with 
the man who brought the gun. Here are two men. There is not 
one time — do you mean to tell me that if they did not 
believe that these wore orders , and "legitimate" orders — 
and in point of fact they were as far as the Party went — 
even one time they couldn't have drugged his food, overpowered 
him, done something to destroy him? 

There* s a unique argument used by Kiss Ror aback. 
She said, what if Landon Williams knew about what had happened 
to Alex Rackley? then, Kricka Muggins couldn't have gone to 
him. And I submit, that's not so unique. He knew, he knew 
and she . 

How, a conspiracy is the grouping together of 
more than one person to accomplish on aim by lawful or unlawful 
m&sois, and the Judge is going to instruct you on that". But 
remember, it is the grouping, the people that come together, 
and each person in responsible once there is a conspiracy 
proven for the acts of the other, and each one who knowingly 
joins that conspiracy is responsible for the end product no 
matter how slight his port is. 
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And it is like a bunch of grapes , and if you 
mash them together, that's what it is, it f s all of thera 
joining together, and if the drippings get on someone , that's 
their responsibility. 

And here there is more than active — there ia 
more than passive joining* Here you've got Ericka Hugglns 
at the very beginning by the tape itself — the best evidence 
I could give you, made at the moment, made within hours after 
the torture, less than hours — and she says she kicked him, 
and she says that he couldn • t read, and he told him that he 
had to relate up names. And I want to tell you one other 
thing that's important: They tell you that this is the tape 
and that she went upstairs. X want you to recall the testimony 
that had to do with that tape, because there is a point after 
the opening where they asked him, they are now into the 
question, "What's your name?" And the poor victim replies . 

And then they ask, "Who," and they go down 
through "Who — who — who" and "What's Akbar's real name," 
and "How do you know all this , " and "What people , and names," 
and "What have they been saying , " and all of this he's 
answering — and now, whose voice comes onto the tape? Ericka 
Huggins'. "Give his real name again." It's there, her voice, 
well into the tape, well into the interrogation . 

So, if it really were Saras that told her to 
mSm the opening, and that's it, leave, or make the opening. 



2 *5 ■ . ... 

and she's so nauseous , why doesn't she leave? What is she 
doing partaking in the interrogation? Why is her question 
in there? "Give us his real narco again . * That's iJji to ten 
questions into the interrogation. 

I* 11 tell you why. Because she wouldn * t leave, 
because she wanted to hear what was happenings because — 
like it or not — as unnatural as it may seem, as different 
as she may appear today to you — in May of 1969, they wanted 
a piece of Alex Rack ley — he was a "pig w — he was suspecto ■! 
of knowing who the informants were, he was an informant — 
he would be the object lesson to everybody s This poor, 
nameless, homeless xaan. 

Because, if it's not tr::.e, why , why did they 
have him seduced? Why aid they start on hire on that Sunday 
afternoon? Why? Why did they continue to hold him? Why 
didn't somebody do some thing even when the top roerabers of the 
Party were there? Because it all had to have the imprimatur 
of approval. The big man was in town. He said, "This is it." 

And now we go back to Tuesday. Who comes back 
to New Haven? Landon Williams and Rory Hi the, who had 
driven off with Seals, taken him to the airport. And who tells 
us this? Saras is the first one that tells us this on the 
stand, and for two to three pages they ask, n Yju never said 
this before, you never told any! «d.y this before, that there 
was this meeting in the car?** And he says, "No, I didn't, but 
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I'm telling you now." And who verifies it? Who verifies it? 
Rrieka Huggins. She said there was this ride in the car. 
She puts it going for chicken. I tell you it's cv,vre likely 
to have been what Sams said, that they went away from that 
house to ssake their plana 8 

( 8ow, who's in the car? Landon Williams, Rory 
Hi the, George Sams and Erioka Huggins. You've got the field 
Marshal, you've got his direct assistant, you've got the other 
assistant, and you've got Ericka Huggins — all silent? No 
talk of Alex Rackley? No concern and this is Tuesday afternoon? 
And then obey come back, and that night — it's that night — 
Scale has left that morning — it's that very night that 
that victim is taken out and he's taken out through the 
kitchen. 

Now, wouldn't you think , and ask yourselves this s 
If this were just Saws' plan, would he give himself all of these 
witnesses, all of these eye witnesses who could "take him down"? 
Is it conceivable that a man could be that stupid — even under 
any circumstances? That on Friday night, on Saturday night he 
starts with Maude Francis, on Sunday he has all the sisters 
that are in the house , all of the people that are allowed to 
leave and come, all of the people that see this victia, and 
on Tuesday — on Monday, when all of the people are expected 
for the Seal© rally, they all come around , and on Wednesday — 
and then on Tuesday they take him out? Is it possible that 
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anybody could set hlnself up that much to have that many 
eye witnesses against him? Unless — unless he depended on 
the fact that there had to be silent, because everybody knew 
thi.3 was the order:* , and the people were carrying out the 
orders ■ 

And X subMit to you, that's what happened t 
People were carrying out orders — freely, willingly, and 
voluntarily. Would he bring, would anybody bring a man with 

> 

his hands tied behind him, with a hanger around his neck, 
barefooted, carrying a .45, and another man with a rifle, 
would they bring him through a kitchen full of people unless , 
in point of fact, they knew those people believed — had 
joined the conspiracy, were part of it, were aiding and 
abetting , wore encouraging, were there for a purpose? 

They talk about getting a car, and "political 
power* in front of people that they didn't believe and know 
were aiding and abetting within the conspiracy? Ho. 

You do have a job to do. tm have a very 
difficult job to do. You*ve a job to do, and it's going to 
require analysing some of the people that were put on by the 
defense and some of the people that were put on by the 
prosecution. I just do want to mention Gauthier , because I 
think that there's an attempt to mislead you on the purpose 
of my offer of <3aut»ier. 

Gauthier came on and said that he volunteered 
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to coxae here. It's not like Mr. Garry told you, that he 
"pulled hi© out of a hat. B Ho said he volunteered to come 
here, that's hi* own testimony, that he came up f rora Louisiana 
to testifyf that he remembered distinctly where the car was 
on the night in question that Seale was there. And I brought 
on the rebuttal evidence to show you that's fabricated, like 
it or not, I brought it on to show that the Seale defense 
had to fabricate it, they had to stretch because Seale was 
at that house , just as we know she testified on that stand 
Seale was there. Why did they have to stretch it? Because 
that was the only way to destroy Sergeant Pastore, and what 
he saw, and that's the only way to raake it up. 

So they made it up. And what does he say? 
I want to show you Gauthier's credibility. Gauthler * s 
credibility goes like this: He can't remember where he lived 
in 1969, but he reraembers distinctly where he parked the car. 
Gauthier's credibility is that he remembers the talk, 
distinctly remember rv the talk with George Saras , and the talk 
had to do with sunglasses, and also with a ride, and the 
reason Oauthier couldn't give him a ride on that Sunday 
afternoon was because he was on the 3:30 shift at Pratt S 
Whitney. 

And I asked him, very deliberately, I had no 
idea , I asked him what shift was he on? And he said that 
4:00 o'clock shift, and I said, *Are you sure of that?" 



And he said, "Yes," he's sure of that, yes, he's positive of 
that. And then , lo and behold, it turns out this man that's 
so positive,, to put Sams into these positive conversations , 
doesn ' t remeraber where he lives. This man that can remember 
exactly where he parks his car on that Tuesday night, had been 
for a month prior to that working the 12;00 to 7:00 shift. 
That raan who told us that he was driving Kirabro around, was 
driving , was reporting in "car trouble.'" Maybe , especially to 
his employer? 

But then, turn that coin around , raaybe , especially 
Tuesday, too, well knowing that he was lying. Why should we 
believe any more that he lied to his employer than there • s 
some great sanctity to the oath here? 

I'ta not holding that up and saying you must 
strike down what he said because of that; I'm saying that the 
physical evidence that we could produce shows you that Gauthier 
lied about the Sunday afternoon conversation, and just as 
readily he must have lied about the Saturday — the Sunday — 
the Monday night situation. 

As to the women that Sams allegedly mistreated, 
the two women? Let* a accept that, let's say it*s true. I 
again say to you, I did not bring Sains on. If we believe one 
witness, in 1968, as early as 1968, the Black Panther Party 
knew — knew how vicious this wan was. In fact, he'd been 
expelled once. And they allowed him back in. And he's got to 
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take responsibility for it. He can say, "Everything is 
Stokely Carraichael's fault" — or somebody else's fault. They 
let hira back in. Tiro's not one iota of proof that he wasn't 
a Panther when Rack ley was shot ~ when Rackley was tortured — 
whan Rackley was hold. 

There were "isign posts'* along the way saying, 
"3e careful, this roan is dangerous." But the Panthers weren't 
interested. You don* t hire a minister, or a rabbi , or a 
priest to go out and carry out a killing mission. T mean, it 
would be foolish. You take the man you get. You take the 
man you know can be brutal , a mm tending towards violence, 
and you say to hira, "You're in charge of the mission." But 
then, whose fault is that? Is that Rackley* s fault? Is that 
the State's fault? Is that some kind of police fabrication? 
Does that make George Sams — as he would have you now believe 
— a police agent, sos»e kind of "plant*? Or does it show you 
that the Black Panther Party — and Mr. Seale — said, "Go 
ahead, brother , carry out this mission. You're a Panther. 
Go to that Panther house. Do whatever you have to do by all 
means necessary. " 

And isn't that what happened? And I submit to 
you again — if I have to stress it — I did not, and I speak 
as a State's Attorney , bring on George Saras to come to New 
Haven. The police did not bring George Sams to New Haven. 
Alex Rackley didn't bring George Sams to New faven. The Black 
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Panther Party brought George Haras to Haw Haven in the company 
with a Field Marshal. They gave him his mission -- not us. 

I don 1 t want to talk to the point where it's 
just submerged. I just want you to know that when you go in 
that room you have to ask yourself: Where did the orders 
come frora? You promised me, just as well as the defense, you 
could give both the defense and the State a fair trial. I'm 
asking you that you judge this case on the facts, on what 
happened, on what we showed you, on what Mrs. Iluggins verified 
for us in the testimony in this case. I ask you to bear in 
mind that I had no alternative but to put on people who have 
already been there. lt ? s like dealing with the devil, and 
there's no question about it, and I make no excuse for that. 
They have pled to what they have done. They are murderers 
and they are stamped "murderers , " and there • s no question 
about it. 

I mean, there's no deal going on there, you 
heard whatever the deal was, and you know what they are faced 
with. And if you think it's easy for theia to testify, then 
you're very wrong. But it's not that. It's just that there 
is, as far as the State is concerned, no voice that could 
be heard for Alex Rackley. There is no voice — except that 
tape — on which you'll ever hear Alex Rackley again. That's 
his memorial. There is no voice that I can take into that 
jury room, because I've spoken for Alex Rackley and I toll 



32 

you, honestly and frankly, this ia a murder prosecution for 
what was done to Alex Rack ley, and I would be derelict in my 
duty if I didn't prosecute and put on that evidence which I 
have which I feel Is sufficient to convict, if I didn't put 
it on in this court and let you judge it. 

But you are the conscience of the community, 
and that's true, and the conscience of the community, in being 
that you are also the voice of Alox Sack ley. Are we going to 
become so immune to violence, to hatred, that this man can 
be wiped out in the name of something that they are going to 
talk about in ethereal terras — when in practice no one is 
doing anything about it? Are we going to say to Alex Rack ley, 
other Alex Rackleys, there's no way to prevent this? 

Because if you do get killed, we are going to 
be able to say: "There were political ramifications to this"? 
There were no political ramifications to the torture of Alex 
Rack ley — not as far as the 12 stablishraent was concerned — 
not as far as the State was concerned — not as far as anybody 
could tell you there is any political ramifications. It's 
only after the body is found then, suddenly, all the 
"political ramifications" come. But where were the 
"political ramifications" for Alex Rackleyj a virtually 
illiterate man who had come up from Florida and was trying to 
make it in Mew York? They knew he was illiterate, they knew 
he was penniless, they knew everything they wanted to know 



about hiw, but they had htm in their hands and they wanted 
to play <3od — and they crushed him — they crushed him — 
not us • 

And God knows what we nay have saved in terms 
of other Alex Rack leys being crushed by moving when we did. 
But I'll tell you, it was not us — 

MR. GARRY: X s m going to assign that as 
misconduct, that last remark of his* 

the COURTS I'll overrule your objection. 

MR. MARKLK: — it was not us that played that. 
Xt was they who had him in their hands. They, who had Alex 
Rackley at every stage, they, who could have rescued him, 
they, who could have said, "Here is some help, * "Here is some 
food , * "Here is some human dignity," •'Here is a kindness* 9 
but not throughout all of this trial, not throughout all of 
the testimony, not throughout all of the statements, pro and 
con, have you heard one kindly word for Alex Rackley , not one 
kindly word that would have helped him, that would have saved 
him» 

I submit to you that's the State's case. And 
I feel, and I respectfully represent to you, that there is 
sufficient evidence to find these defendants guilty, and I 
lay it in your hands, asking you to bear in mind that all I 
ask is a fair verdict, that the State be given a fair trial 
in this case, because the facts are there, the concrete facts 
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that you can hold onto, that are demonstrable, that can be 
shown are there. The rest of the stuff that they have tried 
to raise is a "ssaoke screen," things that they cannot prove, 
you could not prove In a hundred years except by actions, 

The positive actions — such as the tap® — are there. The 
actions that would have helped Alex Rackley are not there. 

I submit to you that you will be the only voice 
that Alex Rackley has from here on in. 

Thank you. 

THE COURT: All right, ladies and gentlemen. 
That completes the arguments in this case^ and tomorrow you 
will only have to listen to one voice* and that will be mine. 
I # ll charge you in the morning, as wa indicated earlier- 
It will be a fairly lengthy charge. There are 
a number of charges her®, of course, and I have to give you 
the law on each of thera. So I probably will break it up so 
that you can have a little recess in the Middle of it. At an 
opportune point, I think that's probably what I'll do. 

And, again , we»ll start at 9*00 o'clock tomorrow. 
And if you can all try to be here on time, I'll appreciate it, 
so we can finish up ray work in the morning, and then you can 
start your deliberations. 

And now, of course, it»a raost important that you 
read nothing at all about this matter in any newspapers tonight. 



or listen to any broadcasts on either radio or television 
concerning anything that's happened today or in the past. 
And, of course, no cliscusalons with anyone. You'll have all 
the time you want to discuss the matters that have occurred 
in this courtroom when you commence your deliberation. 

Now, the other thing, of course , I would 
remind you that you should bring some personal belongings 
tomorrow. We have arrangements made for you. As I indicated 
to you, I do have to sequester you during your deliberations , 
assuming they go beyond 6:00 tomorrow. We will cease 
deliberations at 6:00 on each day and commence in the morning 
at 9:00« 

So, I think that's all I need to tell you — 
oh, one other thing, if you haven * t been informed, when you 
arrive in the morning. Sheriff, where will you meet them? 
Right at the driveway at the end of the courthouse? 
All right. If you will pull up by the end of the driveway, 
the Sheriff will take your bags from you and then see that 
they are placed in the quarters that we have reserved for you, 
so that you won't have to be concerned about them. And, also, 
somebody will be at the parking lot to see that the cars are 
properly stored. So there will be no difficulty about that 
either. 

I think that's all I need to tell you. Have 
a pleasant evening, have a good sleep, and I'll see you all 
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tomorrow morning at 9:00 o'clock. 

Of hereupon, at 3:55 o" clock, P. M. , the jury 
was excused for tho evening.) 
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THE COURT: All right , Mr. Clerk, will you ask 
Mr. DeStefano to step out. If he has a coat, tell 
hira to bring it with him. 

(The alternate juror entered the courtroom at 
2:00 P.M.) 

THE COURT: All right , come around here, If 
you would, Mr. DeStefano. 

Mr. DeStefano, your duties are all done now. 
You realize you were the alternate, and I aia sure 
that you must, as well, be pleased as anybody that 
there were no illnesses or injuries or anything of 
that nature which necessitated your becoming a full- 
fledged member of the jury, but I do want to extend 
the thanks of the Court to you. 

You have been here a long time. You know, it's 
almost like being invited to dinner and then when the 
dessert comes along, you are told you can't have any. 
I'm sure you would be interested in discussing the 
matter with your fellow jurors in there. However, 
that can't be. 

But, I do want to ask one other thing of you. 
How, those other twelve people in there , of course , 
are discussing this matter and I am sure that re- 



porters will be calling you and asking you what 
did you think about it and things along that line. 
Don ' t . You say nothing to anyone . You took your 
oath here , of course, that you and your fellow jurors 
would keep still about anything that happens here , 
and that oath still applies . So, talk to no one 
about anything that transpired at any time while you 
were here, if you would . It's particularly important 
because these other people are still deliberating. 
All right? 

MR. DeSTEFANQ: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: Thank you very much for your time. 
The State of Connecticut is grateful to you. 
You are excused , sir. 
MR. DeSTEFANO : Thank you. 
THE COURT: All right. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, would you bring in the exhibits , 
and the jury can start deliberations. 

You want to check them, counsel, before he 
brings them in? 

MR. GARRY: No. 

MR. MARKLE: No, sir. 

THE COURT: All set? 

MR. GARRY: I was only speaking for myself. 
THE COURT: All right , go ahead. 



(The Clerk entered the jury room with the 
exhibits . ) 

THE COURT: Do they understand they amy start 
their deliberations now? 

Did you tell them that ? 
THE CLERK: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: Are the indictments and the infor- 
mations in there? 

THE CLERK: Yes. 

THE COURT: Everything is in, all exhibits, the 
indictments in both cases , and the Bills of Particu- 
lars in both eases? 

THE CLERK: And the substituted informations . 

THE COURT: And the substituted informations. 

All right. 

THE CLERK: Correct. 

THE COURT: All right , counsel, we will stand 
in recess. 

MR. GARRY: Where can our clients sit? 

THE COURT: I don't have a place. I can't have 
them here. I am inquiring to see if I can find a 
place. If I can, I will let you know. 

I told Mr. Rosen that as soon as I can find a 
place, I will let you know. 

All right, clear the courtroom. 

(The court recessed at 2:05 P.M. ) 



(The court reconvened at 3:21 P.M.) 

THE COURT: Counsel, I got a note from the jury 
about five minutes ago or it may have been a quarter 
after 3 : 00 , and it says this: 

"We would like an explanation on conspiracy 
charge . What constitutes a conspiracy. " 

So I intend to reread what I read this morning , 
without comment . 

Call the jury, Sheriff. 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 3:22 P.M. ) 

THE COURT: All right, ladies and gentlemen. 
I have your note which reads as follows: 

"We would like an explanation on conspiracy 
charge. What constitutes a conspiracy. " 

I will reread what I had to say this morning. 

Now, to talk about conspiracy. As you know, 
there are two charges of conspiracy in each information, and 
they are contained in the first and second counts of each in- 
formation. In each information, the first count charges con- 
spiracy to commit the crime of kidnapping, and the second 
count charges conspiracy to commit the crime of murder. It 
is charged , in each instance, that each accused did combine , 
conspire , confederate and agree with each other and with 
Warren Kimbro , George Edwards , Loretta Luckes , Maude Francis, 
Aletta I. Wilson, also known as Jeanne Wilson, Rose Marie 
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Smith, Margaret Hud gins , George Saras , Jr. , Rory B. Hithe , 

Frances Carter and Landon Williams. 

Section 54-197 is a statute on our books . It 

is entitled "conspiracy and it reads in part as follows: 

"Any person who combines , confederates 
or agrees with another or others to accomplish any 
unlawful object by lawful means , or any lawful ob- 
ject by unlawful means , or any unlawful object by 
unlawful means , if one or more of such persons do 
any act in furtherance of such combine , confedera- 
tion or agreement , shall be ... " and the statute goes on 

and discusses penalty, with which you are not concerned . 

These are the pertinent parts of the statute applicable in 

this case . 

If you break the statute down, the statute I 
have just read to you, you will find that the crime of con- 
spiracy is made up of three elements . The elements are these: 

First , that the accused participated, as 
charged , in a combination, confederation or agreement ; 

Secondly, that the purpose of the combination 
was to accomplish an unlawful object or a lawful object by 
unlawful means; and 

Thirdly, that at least one of the conspirators 
did an overt act within the State of Connecticut in further- 
ance of the combination. 
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Each of these elements must be examined 
separately, and 1 wast to explain each one to you. 

The first element is the combination, or agree- 
ment, or confederation. This requires the involvement of two 
or more people , because a single person connot combine or con- 
spire with himself* 

The first thing, then, which you will have to 
consider, as regards these accused , is this: Were they, or 
either of them, a combination as charged in the information? 
I must Impress on you that the unlawful combination is the 
gist of the crime of conspiracy, because the real offense is 
not so much the doing of the unlawful act or attaining the 
unlawful act, or attaining the unlawful end for which the con- 
spiracy came into being, as it Is the formation of the com- 
bination for the purpose of doing an unlawful act or attaining 
an unlawful end. 

So, although it is necessary to make the crime 
of conspiracy complete, that at least one of the conspirators 
perform some act in furtherance of the conspiracy, still, in 
the eyes of the law, it is the combination of persons which 
is the most serious part of the offense. Therefore, you must 
bear in mind the offenses charged against these accused in 
the first and second counts are not the crime of kidnapping, 
as was particularly described in the statute which I related 
to you ia the indictment , or the crime of murder, which I have 
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already described. The crimes charged against these accused 
in the first and second counts are that of, one , conspiracy 
to kidnap and , two, conspiracy to murder. What you will have 
to decide in the matter now under consideration, namely, the 
first element , is whether or not these accused , or either of 
them, entered into combinations to accomplish the unlawful acts 
set forth in the first and second counts of the informations, 
that is, conspire to kidnap under the first count and /or con- 
spire to murder under the second count in each case. 

Let sae enlarge a little bit on this matter of 
combination, or, as the statute says, a combination, confeder- 
ation or agreement . I am going to use the word "combination," 
and where I do, I will expect you to understand that it means 
agreement or confederation. 

For two or more persons to be guilty of the 
crime of conspiracy, it is not necessary that there should be 
a formal agreement among them. It need not be in writing. 
It need not be In any express form. It is not necessary for 
the State to prove that there was a formal or express agreement 
among them. It Is sufficient if there is a meeting of the 
minds, that is, if the parties understand one another, whether 
they express themselves in so many words or not. 

Stated somewhat differently, it is ample if 
the parties reach an understanding that they should work to- 
gether with a single design for the attainment of a common 



purpose. One does not become a member of a conspiracy simply 
because he knows that a combination for unlawful purposes has 
been formed by a group of other persona and does nothing about 
it, that is, unless the law imposes on him the duty to do 
something about it and he deliberately refrains , in order to 
aid the conspiracy , from doing that which the law requires of 
him. 

Only such person, who is a party to the agree- 
ment, the combination, or who knowingly does an act in further- 
ance of the common design, is liable as a conspirator. Before 
you bring in a verdict of guilty against these accused, or 
either of them, on either or both the first or second counts, 
you must be satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt , in the first 
place , that they, or either of there, knowingly participated 
in the unlawful agreements , the unlawful agreements charged in 
the first and second counts of the informations 

The mere knowledge , acquiescence or approval 
of an unlawful act, without cooperation or agreement to co- 
operate , is not sufficient to constitute one a party to a 
conspiracy to commit the act. It requires more than proof 
of mere passive cognizance of a crime on the part of an accused 
to sustain a charge of conspiracy to commit it. 

A partner is not responsible for the criminal 
act of his co-partners , done without his knowledge and consent , 
for there can be no partnership in a crime. A person is not 



liable far the acts of another merely because he is present 
when it is committed. 

However , to become a conspirator does not re- 
quire one to have direct communication with all other conspir- 
ators . It is not necessary that each conspirator be acquainted 
with all the others or even know their names. It is ample if 
he or she has corae to an understanding with at least one of 
the others and has come to an understanding with that one to 
further an unlawful purpose or to perform an unlawful act. 

It is not essential that he or she know what 
the complete plan of the conspiracy Is in all Its detail. It 
is enough if he or she knows that a conspiracy exists or that 
he or she is creating one; that he or she is joining with one 
into a combination to attain an unlawful end or perform an 
unlawful act. 

therefore , in order to sustain a conviction of 
either or both of these accused on the charges contained in 
the first and second counts of the informations » the first 
element which the State must prove beyond a reasonable doubt 
Is this: It must prove that these accused, or either of them, 
with evil intent , entered into the agreements with at least 
one other to kidnap , as was outlined in the kidnapping statute, 
as was read and explained to you when I discussed the indict- 
ments , and /or to murder, as I have discussed and explained 
the murder statute to you. 



I shall now direct your attention to the 
second element which is concerned with the purpose of the 
combination or agreement. Let me put it this way: The State 
must also prove , in order to sustain a conviction of either 
or both of these accused on the charges contained in the 
first and second counts of the informations, that the purpose 
of these agreements , if any, was to accomplish an unlawful 
object. Now, the State has charged in the first and second 
counts of the informations that these accused entered into 
two combinations which had as their unlawful object the viola- 
tion of our statutes concerning kidnapping and murder, as I 
have described those crime a for you. The violation of these 
statutes th unlawful. Consequently, if this second essential 
is to be established, the State must prove that the purpose 
of the agreements between these accused , or either of them, 
and the others, if there were such agreements , was to, one, 
kidnap with or without death resulting and /or, two, to murder 
Alex Rackley ; and, remember, each conspiracy alleged stands 
by itself. The State must prove beyond a reasonable doubt 
all the elements of conspiracy for each conspiracy charged 
before these accused can be found guilty of either or both 
of them. 

Now, let me turn to the third element of the 
crime of conspiracy. This third element requires that the 
State must prove that one of the conspirators did an overt 



act within this State in furtherance of each of the conspira- 
cies. Let me put it thin way: In order to sustain a convic- 
tion of either or both of these accused on the charges con- 
tained in the first and second counts of the information, the 
State must prove that at least one of the conspirators — and 
it makes no difference which one it was — did an overt act 
within this State to further the purpose of the conspiracy . 

An overt act is an open act done in pursuance 
of and a manifestation of a design or intent; and the act must 
be something that goes further than merely to make preparation 
in a general way. It must be an act directly tending to carry 
out the actor's unlawful intent. 

In this connection, I call your at tent ion to 
Paragraph C. 4, of the Substitute Bill of Particulars filed 
by the State in the Hugglns case. That paragraph states that: 
"Each of the following defendants committed at least one of 
the overt acts hereinafter indicated: . . . M and then the para- 
graph lists the defendants * names and various overt acts. 

I also call your attention to the last para- 
graph of Page 2 of the Bill of Particulars filed in the Scale 
esse, and that paragraph lists a number of persons with the 
overt acts they are alleged to have committed. 

You will note that this third element does not 
require an overt act by each conspirator. The third element 
is established if the State proves that any of the conspira- 



tors performed some overt act. But the act must be something 
outside of the act of combining. It must be something done 
by at least one of the conspirators after the combination has 
been formed and it must be an act done to further the purpose , 
or purposes , of the combination. 

It is, of course , very rarely that the State 
is able to prove that persons charged with conspiracy entered 
into an express agreement that they would unite to accomplish 
an unlawful purpose* The proof of an unlawful conspiracy is 
not often made by direct, open and positive evidence of an 
agreement . More generally, and more naturally, proof of the 
combination is made by showing a repetition of acts of a char- 
acter conducing to show a mutual purpose . 

In a conspiracy, it is seldom true that any 
one act, taken by itself, can be detected as tending to prove 
a combination. But, when it is seen in connection with other 
acts, its true nature may be discovered, and as this species 
of proof is multiplied, a strong case of unlawful combination 
may be established. 

To put it another way , the combination or con- 
federation may be proved by circumstantial evidence, that is, 
by proof of the separate acts of the members of the conspiracy, 
and of circumstances , from which the existence of the illegal 
confederation may be inferred. 

Before you should bring in a verdict of guilty 



against these accused on the first or second counts of the 
informations, you must be satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt 
that he or she participated in the unlawful combinations 
charged. If you find that: the various acts of the parties 
were committed in such a manner, and under such circumstances , 
that you conclude therefrom beyond a reasonable doubt that 
those acts were done as a result of the previous agreement or 
understanding among them and were done in concert > then you 
have found that a combination or confederation existed among 
the parties who participated in those acts. 

A crime of conspiracy may be and generally is 
a continuing offense. It is generally made up of a series of 
acts extending sometimes over a long period . Even in the most 
simple conspiracies, it starts with the original formation of 
a combination between two or more persons , whereby they join 
forces to accomplish a single unlawful purpose and it carries 
through until the purpose is accomplished. In the more com- 
plicated conspiracies, where the combination is made for the 
purpose of accomplishing a long series of unlawful acts, it 
starts with the formation of the confederation and continues 
until the completion of the last overt act which is done in 
persuance and furtherance of the purposes of the conspiracy. 

For that reason, although technically, the 
crime of conspiracy may be complete when the combination for 
an unlawful purpose is formed , even though the conspirators 



33 - 

are prevented from going on to do that which they had planned , 
nevertheless, if they do go on and commit certain acts in 
pursuance of the conspiracy , then they are held to be in the 
process of committing the crime of conspiracy up to the time 
the last overt act, done in pursuance of the general plan of 
conspiracy, is completed. That is what we mean when we say 
that the crime of conspiracy is a continuing offense . 

Now, let me summarize the specific problems 
you are about to receive for the determination of these counts 
of conspiracy. 

To find either or both of these accused guilty 
of the crimes of conspiracy, as I have described them for you, 
you must be satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt that he or she 
actually participated in either or both of the conspiracies 
alleged by entering into agreements with others . 

Secondly, that the purpose of these agreements 
between them, if any, was, as to the first conspiracy alleged, 
to kidnap with or without death resulting, and, as to the 
second conspiracy alleged , to murder . 

Thirdly, that at least one of the conspirators 
of these conspiracies, if any conspiracy existed, and no mat- 
ter which conspirator it may have been, performed at least one 
overt act in Connecticut to further the purpose of the con- 
spiracies. 

If you find that the State has not proven these 
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three essentials beyond a reasonable doubt , you must find 
these accused not guilty on either one or both counts of con- 
spiracy where such proof is lacking. If, on the other hand, 
you find that the State has established these three essentials 
beyond a reasonable doubt on either one or both of said counts 
of the informations you should find the© guilty on the count 
or counts so found . 

That completes what I had to say 
ladies and gentlemen. 

You may retire. 

(The jury was excused at 3:44 P.M. ) 
THE COURT: Mr. Markle. 
MR. MARKLE: No exceptions, your Honor. 
THE COURT: Miss Ror aback. 

MISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, I would 
again press ay exception that I took this morning 
on the charge as to separate parties, that the con- 
fusion in the charge as between the two defendants 
on the rereading even seems, to me, to be more vivid. 

Certainly, to tell the jury to look at the 
overt acts specified in the substituted bill of 
particulars in the Seale case — and I don't know 
what they are because I have never seen them — 
perhaps negligently on my part but I understood 
I was being tried on the pleadings in ray case, and 



doing that, without telling them that they were 
only relevant: to Che Seale charges , to do so in a 
case in which your Honor has charged originally 
that Mr. Seale is somehow a eo« eons pi rat or with 
Mrs. Muggins, although he wasn't named in her 
pleading, seems to me to be especially serious here. 

I would also like to refer especially to my 
comments about the overt act of this morning and 
my realization, as I heard this charge again, that 
nowhere is there anything about the termination of 
a conspiracy once the object has been achieved, so 
that if this jury felt that there was, for example , 
a conspiracy to kidnap when Mr. Rack ley was taken 
downstairs and that conspiracy was to get the in- 
formation which was obtained in the basement on the 
morning of May 17th, nevertheless, under your charge , 
they could still be considering overt acts that ran 
up to the early morning of May 21st, and I think 
that's especially serious here. 

And, finally, that these overt acts can apply 
to either conspiracy seems , to me, also serious , 
and I would take exception on those grounds . 

THE COURT: All right. 

Mr. Garry or Mr. Rosen. 

MR. ROSEN: We join in what Miss Roraback said 



and data again the exceptions taken this morning, 
as well. 

THE COURT-. Mr, Clerk, would you put this 
paper in the file with the time of 3:15. 

(The court recessed at 3:45 P.M. ) 

(The court reconvened at A: 33 P.M.) 

THE COURT: For the record, I received the 
following note from the jury. 

"We would like the transcript — all of it. " 

After consulting with all counsel, all counsel 
agreed that I should refuse to give the transcript, 
all of. it, to the jury. 

I so informed the jury, but further advised 
them, with the agreement of all counsel, that if 
they wanted a particular portion of the transcript 
reread to them, I could arrange to have that done . 

Okay. 

(The court recessed at 4:34 P.M. ) 

(The court reconvened at 5:50 P.M.) 

THE COURT: All right , Mr. Clerk, would you 
inform the jury that they can prepare to go home 
for the evening. 

THE CLERK: Do you want them out? 

THE COURT: No, they don't have to come out. 
Just prepare to go home, and the sheriff will take 



them out* 

THE CLRRKs They are all prepared. 

THE COURT: Go ahead. They didn't waste any 

time. 

All right , Sheriff? 

THE SHERIFF: Yes. 

(The jury was excused at 5:52 P.M.) 

MR. GARRY: Mrs. Huggins and Mrs. Scale will 
get fed at their respective hotels, will they not, 
tonight , because it's past their eating time. 

THE COURT: Yes, I expect so. You mentioned 
something about that, yes. 

Did you do anything about it? 

MISS RORARACK: As I understand it, they will 
be fed there ? 

POLICE MATRON : Yes. 

THE COURT: You mentioned it earlier, and I 
made some suggestions to you. But they will be 
fed, all right ? 

POLICE MATRON: Yes. 

THE COURT: No problem. 

MR. GARRY: Are we supposed to know who the 
foreman, or fore lady is? 

THE COURT: He didn't sign the note, but the 
next one that comes in, if another one comes in, 



I'll get it signed. You ' 11 know as soon as I do. 
All right, we will prepare to recess for the 

day. 

(The court adjourned at 5:55 P.M.) 
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(The jury resumed deliberations at 9 s 00 A.H. ) 

(The court reconvened at 9 {20 A.M.) 

THE COURT! At 9s 15, the Court received the 
following note from the jury. 

"Could we have, in writing, the possible ver- 
dicts on the charges to Ericka Hugglns?" Signed 
Robert L. Gauthier. 

The Court conferred with Miss Roraback and 
Mr. Markle concerning the request. Both counsel 
agreed that the possible verdicts, as read to the 
jury yesterday by the Court , should be sent in to 
the jury, and it has been done . 

Recess . 

(the court recessed at 9:21 A.M. ) 
(The court reconvened at 10:25 A.M.) 
THE COURT: All set, counsel? 
Call the jury, Sheriff. 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 10:25 A.M. ) 

THE COURT: Good morning again, ladies and 
gentlemen. 

I have your note. I will read it first. 

"We would like to know if one is responsible 
for kidnapping if one knows of a kidnapping but 
does not participate in it, and what constitutes 
the participation of kidnapping, also, an explana- 



tion of kidnapping resulting in death and kidnap- 
}J ping," Signed by your foreman. 

Now, I've discussed this with counsel, dis- 
cussed your question with counsel and we are a 
little puzzled ag to just what material you wanted. 
But we have agreed on what l*m going to give to you, 
and I hope that answers your questions. 

It would be a little bit better if you'd 
separated any questions , so that you get one at a 
time rather than running them all together, if you 
do have occasion to send in others . 

So 1*11 answer first of all, your first ques- 

yT, tion: 

"We would like to know if one is responsible 
for kidnapping if one knows of a kidnapping but does 
not participate in it. " 

How, that is a separate, distinct question. 
The answer to that is, "No." But listen to what I 
have to say because of what you had to say in your 
other questions here. All right? 

Now, first I'm going to talk about criminal 
intent . 

There is a general principle of law which ap- 
■ plies in nearly every criminal case , and certainly applies in 

these cases, that in order to be guilty of a crime, an accused 



must have a criminal intent or guilty knowledge. This means 
that before an accused should be found guilty of a crime, it 
must appear and be found beyond a reasonable doubt that in 
doing the acts complained of, that accused had a guilty mind, 
or, as it is sometimes stated, an intent to do evil. 

If, in doing the acts complained of, that ac- 
cused has not that Intent , he or she is not guilty of the 
crime. 

For Instance, if an accused is honestly mis- 
taken as to the existence of certain facta ; if, without gross 
negligence on his or her part, he or she honestly believes 
that certain facts existed, and; if, in the light of those 
facts which he or she believes to exist, the act charged 
against him or her would appear to be entirely moral, then 
the act with which he or she is charged is not a crime even 
though it would be immoral in the light of the true facts. 
There , you see, the act charged is not a crime because the 
accused committing the act has no evil intent. 

In the same way, if the accused has done the 
act charged accidentally, without, gross negligence , the act 
is not a crime because it was not done with an evil intent. 

For instance, if, in these cases, you should 
find that one or both of the defendants did some act which 
really assisted some others in accomplishing an unlawful act, 
but in doing it, because of his or her ignorance of the 
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existence of some material facts , he or she did not realize 
that the doing of the act was in aid of any crime, then the 
doing of that act would not make him or her guilty of the 
crime because it was done without any evil intent. 

What I have said about matters of fact or mis- 
takes in fact excusing a person from crime because it removes 
from the crime the element of guilty intent does not apply 
to mistakes of law. Ignorance of the law excuses no one. 
If a person does an act which, in the light of the facts as 
he or she knows them to exist, is evil or immoral and is 
recognized by him or her to be such, it makes no difference 
that he or she is ignorant of the fact that the act is unlaw- 
ful. 

The reason for this rule is obvious . In most 
cases it would be impossible to prove that an accused did or 
did not know that the law expressly forbade the act which he 
or she is charged with committing. Public policy, therefore , 
demands that we proceed on the presumption that everyone knows 
the law; and, therefore, the law is that no one may escape 
punishment for crime simply by saying that he or she was 
ignorant of the fact that the law forbade the doing of the 
act. The evil purpose, that is, criminal intent, essential 
to make an act a crime need not be an intention to break the 
law. It is sufficient if it is simply an intention to do the 
thing which the law, in reality, does forbid. 
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... . . 

What a person ' s purpose or intention has been 
is necessarily very largely a matter of Inference. A person 
may take the stand and testify directly as to what his or her 
purpose or Intention was, and Chat testimony you can believe 
or not, according to whether or not it warrants belief. But 
no witness can be expected to come here and testify that he 
looked into another person' s mind and saw therein a certain 
purpose or intention. The only way in which a jury can de- 
termine what a person's purpose or intention was, at any 
given time, aside from that person's own testimony, is by 
determining what that person's conduct was and what the cir- 
cumstances were surrounding that conduct, and from those infer 
what his or her purpose or intention was . 

To draw such an inference is not only the 
privilege, but also the duty of a jury, provided , of course, 
the inference drawn is a reasonable one. You will recall what 
I said about circumstantial evidence earlier. In these cases, 
therefore , it will be a part of your duty to draw all reason- 
able inferences from the conduct of an accused in the light 
of the surrounding circumstances as to what purpose or inten- 
tion was in the accused's mind at various times. 

I think it might be well also at this time for 
me to define the word "accessory" for you. We have a statute 
in this State, Section 54-196, called the accessory statute. 
That statute provides that every person who shall assist or 



abet or counsel or cause or command another to commit any 
offense way be prosecuted and punished as if he or she were 
the principal offender. 

Now, if an accused did any one of those things 
specified in the accessory statute, he or she is, in the eyes 
of the law, just as guilty of the crime charged as though he 
or she had directly committed it, or committed it alone, or 
directly participated in its consuls s ion. I want particularly 
to emphasize to you that the statute does not connect the 
various things it specifies by the word "and" but instead 
separates them by the word "or." 

In other words , an accused is guilty of the 
crime charged if he or she assisted in any way in its commis- 
sion, or if he or she abetted it, or counselled it, or caused 
or hired or commanded that it be done. 

The words of the statute are, I think, clear, 
except perhaps the word "abet," and that means to encourage 
and to incite the commission of a crime. To find an accused 
guilty as an accessory , you must, therefore , decide that he 
or she was more than inactively present at the commission of 
a crime, more than that he or she passively acquiesced in it, 
or that he or she innocently did certain acts which, in fact, 
did aid in the commission of the offense. Unless there was a 
criminality of intent and an unlawful purpose or purposes in 
common with the actual perpetrators of the crime, he or she 



is not guilty under this accessory statute. 

How, the final thing we had some difficulty 
in determining just what you wanted. But it was the concensus 
that actually what you really wanted was the difi "erence be- 
tween kidnapping resulting in death, and kidnapping. 

And you will recall I told you about kidnapping 
being a lesser included crime under our kidnapping statute. 
The statute is entitled "kidnapping," and then it goes on to 
act forth various elements that I described to you. And there 
are really two charges under that statute, one being kidnap- 
ping resulting in death, which is the more serious one, but 
the lesser included crime, as I previously explained to you, 
is kidnapping, kidnapping where death did not result, which 
is a less serious crime under the statute . 

I think that ' s what you were interested in 
finding out, and that is ay explanation. Kidnapping resulting 
in death is, of course, the more serious. And kidnapping 
where death does not result, of course , is less serious , but 
it is a lesser included crime under our kidnapping statute , 
as 1 explained that statute to you. 

All right ? You may retire, and if I didn't 
answer all your questions, why, send them in again and I'll 
try again. All right? 

(The jury was excused at 10:35 A.M.) 



THE COURT? Mr. Markle? 

MR. MARKLE} Nothing, your Honor. 

TEE COURT i Miss Roraback? 

MISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, I would 
like to repeat the exceptions which I made previous- 
ly to your Honor's charge as to criminal intent , 
and the failure to charge specifically those ele- 
ments of criminal intent that we requested in our 
requests to charge in the form in which we requested 
them. 

Secondly, as to the accessory statute, the 
failure to charge as we had requested, and quite 
specifically here the fact that -« I can't remember 
the language of the requests, 1 don't have them with 
rate •« 

THE COURT: Well, you do have that in — 

MISS RORABACK: I know, but quite specifically 

the language of Wakefield, and some of the other 

cases. 

Thirdly, I would point out to your Honor that 
in reading the accessory statute you read all of the 
language , although Mr. Markle in his — not Mr. 
Markle — the Grand Jury in its original charge on, 
I guess that was accessory as to the murder charge 
only talked about "aiding" and "abetting," but I 



think just to say in all of thoee worde, "Including 
causing, commanding," et cetera, here is unfortunate . 

And, finally, 1 would take exception to the 
charging in the alternative. As we pointed out pre- 
viously, the various elements were kidnapping, 
whereas Mr. Markle, in his substituted bill of 
particulars in cay case spoke only of the conjunctive. 

THE COURT j Mr. Garry, or Mr. Rosen? 

MR. GARRY: If the Court please, I join with 
Miss Roraback in her exceptions, and on behalf of 
Mr. Seal© we join in that,, 

But I also want to reiterate what: 1 said about 
the mistake of" law. It's true that mistake of law 
is no excuse, but when it cones in the area of mens 
rea and intent „ to couple those two. I find them 
contradictory and confusing, and 1 think it e Matin* 

when you say mistake of law Is not a defense. And 
I take an exception to that, your Honor. 
THE COURT: All right. 

MISS RORABACK: Might I just say, I would join, 
repeat on behalf of my client the exception taken by 
Mr. Garry. 

Thank you, your Honor. 

THE COURT: All right. That's it, counsel. 



We will stand in recess. 
(The court recessed at 10:40 A.M.) 
(the court reconvened at 2: 10 P.M.) 
THE COURTS All right. 

Counsel, for the record X received a note from 
the jury, I guess it oust have been about a quarter 
of two, with three questions — three requests. 

Number one, "We would like to know what con- 
stitutes intent, specifically if action shows intent." 

Two, "We would also like Ericka Huggins * com- 
plete testimony read to us." 

Three, f Ve would also like the whole tape of 
Raekley ' s interrogation played." Signed , "Robert 
L. Gauthier." 

How, addressing myself to the second question. 
Do counsel agree that the reporter may, the two re- 
porters may read from the transcript rather than 
from the original notes, with the proviso that if 
counsel think that anything has been improperly 
transcribed, they will so state for the record and 
a clip will be put on that page and it will be 
checked out on the original notes. 

MISS RORABACK: I will so stipulate, your Honor, 
on behalf of my client. However , I would like to 
note for the record my objection to having a man read- 



ing the testimony of Mrs. Hugglns . 
THE COURT: All right. 
Mr, mM&7 

MR. MARKLE: 1 so stipulate, your Honor, 
THE COURT: Mr. Garry? 

MR. GARRY; I will go along with whatever Miss 
Roraback says, and whatever admonitions she has I 
join in. 

THE COURT: All right. Then we will start 
with Mrs. Hugging* testimony, and see how far we 
get. I expect that we will have a break at about 
4:00 o'clock for about fifteen minutes. 

Call the jury, Sheriff. 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 2:13 P.M.) 

THE COURT: Good afternoon, ladies and gentle- 
men. I have your requests* 

The first one, number one, says this: 

"We would like to know what constitutes intent 
specifically if action shows intent." 

The answer to this question is that it may, or 
it may not, depending upon the circumstances, and 
you will recall what I read to you this morning. 

Concerning the second question, that's what 
has taken the time. We have been getting reporters 
and transcripts . With the agreement of counsel the 



the reporter will take his seat in the witness box 
here ami commence reading, and they will switch at 
various times, the two reporters here, and if 
counsel think — they will be reading from the tran- 
script and counsel have agreed they should read from 
the transcript rather than from the original notes, 
but counsel also will, if they think the transcript 
is not correct or if there is some question about 
it, will state for the record an objection, we will 
put a paper clip on that page, get the original notes 
down at some time and check it out and see if it is 
correct. 

All right , Mr. Moan, are you on first? 

MR. MOAN: Yes, your Honor. 

THE COURT: And I might tell the jury I plan 
to take a break at 4:00 o'clock, or if anyone needs 
anything before that, just let tae know. 

All right , Mr. Moan. 

MR. MOAN: Starting on Page 2808 — 

MR. GARRY: Just a minute, if your Honor please. 

THE COURT: Wait a minute. 

MR. GARRY: I, for one, would be willing to 
stipulate that the Court Reporter doesn't have to 
take all of this down, unless there are some changes 
referred to. Otherwise, it's an unnecessary amount 
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of work 




THE COURT: All right, What do you sny. Hiss 



Roraback? 

MISS RORABACK: I would agree , your Honor. 

THE COURT: Mr. Markle? 

MR. MARKLE: I agree, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Then, Mr. Reporter, you need not 
take this down, except at the time when and If 
counsel stakes some objection. Is that it? All 
right . Go ahead , Mr. Moan. 

(The Court Reporters read from the transcript , 
Volume 24, Page 2807, to Volume 25, Page 3012, with 



"A Well, shortly after we left Venice and 
moved into I guess you'd call it Los Angeles 
proper. w 

THE COURT: Just a minute. 

Yes? 

A JUROR: May we be excused a minute? 
THE COURT: Surely. 
(The jury was excused at 2:22 P.M.) 
MR. MARKLE: While the jury is out, there will 
be portions of this testimony where they've been ex- 




colloquy at the following points , on the pages in- 



dicated.) 



(Page Ho. 2815) 



cused. 1 take it that — 

THE COURT: We will just skip that. When you 
get to that, somebody make a remark so that 1 know 
it, and then we will skip that page and counsel 
agree where we can pick up again. 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 2:25 P.M.) 

THE COURT: All right, Mr. Reporter. 

MR. MDA8: I'll read the last question and 
answer, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Yes. 

i- * * 

(The court recessed at 4:00 P.M.) 

(The court reconvened at 4:15 P.M. ) 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 4:15 P.M. ) 

THE COURT: All set, Mr. Reporter? 

(The Court Reporter answered affirmatively . ) 

(The Court Reporter continued reading, beginning 
with "Q And where did you go from there, Mrs. Hug- 
gins?" on Page 2908.) 

* * * 

(On Page 2948 counsel and the Court agreed that 
the word "collection" on the second line should be 
"recollection." 



(Page No. 2964) 

V) "A And you asked me if I remembered Landon 

advising him of this, and what I'm saying is that 
he said that he thought it wasn't a good idea to 
be in Hartford in support of Adam Clayton Powell, 
and he said quite a few people in the basement 
agreed with him." 

HISS RORABACK: I'm sorry, your Honor, it's 
not terribly important — 

THE COURT: Just put a clip on. Did he mis- 
read it? 

MISS RORABACK: Not misread , but I think there 

Jj is a mistake in the transcript. 

THE COURT; Just put a clip on it, Mr. Reporter. 

We will straighten it out. 

* * * 

(Page No. 2966) 

"A (No response. )" 

HISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, several 
places in through here the reporter has "no response. 
I remember what happened . There was never an oppor- 
tunity for a response — 

THE COURT: Put a clip on it. 

MISS RORABACK: because — 

' j 

THE COURT: Wait a minute, Miss Roraback, If 
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you have a question about it — 

HISS RORABACK: There was no chance for an 
an,swer s that's all. 

THE COURT j All right. 

Go ahead > Mr. Reporter. 
* * * 

(Page No. 2978) 

"A (No response.)" 

MISS RORABACK: Same comment there , your Honor. 
THE COURT: Put a paper clip. 

■sk ♦ *flf 

(Page No. 2994) 

"A (No response.)" 

MISS RORABACK: Same comment , your Honor. 
THE COURT: Put a paper clip. 

ifc & 

(Page No. 2998) 

"A (No response.)" 

MISS RORABACK: May that "no response" he 
checked , your Honor? 

THE COURT: Put a clip on it. 

Tfe ^& 

(Page No. 3010) 

"A (No response. )" 

MISS RORABACK: May that place be marked, your 



ttoaort 

THE COURT: Put a clip on it. 

THE COURT: We will stop there for now. 

I think , ladies and gentlemen, we will retire 
now for the night. 

Ladies and gentlemen, you can prepare t© go. 

(The jury left the courtroom at 5:45 P.M.) 

THE COURT: All right , prepare to adjourn for 
the day. 

Adjourn court , Sheriff, until tomorrow raorning, 
9:00 o'clock. 

(The court adjourned at 5:55 P.M. ) 
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(The court reconvened at 9s 05 A.M. ) 
| THE COURT: All sefc» counsel? 

MR a MARKUSi xes. 

THE COURTS All right, call the jury, 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 9:05 A.M. ) 

THE COURT: Good morning , everyone . 

I trust everyone had a pleasant evening. 

All right, Mr. Reporter. 

MR. TI1EWICK: We are continuing the cross- 
examination by Mr. Markle of Mrs. Huggins . 

(The Court Reporter started reading on Page 
3013 with the following question.) 

"Q And when you got back there *» how did 

you get over there on that Sunday Morning?" 

* * * 

(Page No. 3031) 

"A (No response.)" 

MISS RORABACK: May that be marked. 

THE COURT: Put a clip. 

* * * 

(Page No. 3031) 

MISS RORABACK: There are a whole series of 
places through here — I didn't want to interrupt — « 
k but I would like to have it corrected at some time, 

through the whole reading of the tape. 



* * * 

(Page No. 3032) 

"A (No response,)" 

MISS RORABACK: May that be marked, your Honor? 
THE COURTi Put a clip. 

* * * 

(Page No. 3041) 

HISS RORABACK: Mark this page, your Honor. 

THE COUET: Put a clip. 

$e & "k 

(Page No. 3044) 

MISS RORABACK: A mark should be made on 3044 
and on top of the next page . 

* * * 

(Page Ho. 3045) 

"A (No response.)" 

MISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, if that 
"no response" could be marked. 
COURT: Yes. 

"$s ♦ ik 



(Page So. 



"A (No response. )" 

MISS RORABACK : May that be marked, your Honor. 

THE COURT? Put a clip. 

£ A A 



(Page No. 3052) 

"A No, not that day." 

HISS RORABACK: Could that "No, not that day." 
answer be marked. 

THE COURT: Put a clip. 
& $t 

(Page Ho. 3076) " 

*<Q How did you tell him?" 

A JUROR: Hay the jury be excused? 

THE COURT: The jury may be excused. 

(The jury was excused at 10:00 A.M.) 

(A note wag sent to the Court from the jury, ) 

THE COURT: All right, bring in the jury. 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 10:03 A.M. ) 

THE COURT: All right, ladies and gentlemen, 
, 1 have your not©, 

, And it gays, t<h imr Honor , we would like the 
laat" three pages read over again, we can dispense 
with the rest of the testimony." Signed, hy your 
foreman. You'd like the last three pages read over 

All right , you go back the last three pages . 

If that's not the right place, let me know, 
Mr. Foreman. 

MR. R0CH0W: Your Honor, I was on Page 3076, 
so I will start on 3073 . All right , your Honor? 



THE COURT: Ail right. 

(The Court Reporter started to read as follows:) 
, And he said it to Alex Rackley? 

% Yes." 

THE COURT: All right, Mr. Foreman, is this 
the place? 

TBS FOBEMA8* - ' 

THE COURT: All right, start at the top of 
the pagii mad read, 

; 

3075 and 3076*) 

MR. ROCHGWt Your Honor, that completes Page 

3076. 

THE COURT: Alt right. j 
As i understand it, you do not desire to have 
any -store te^fclwiony read?. 

THE FOREMAN: No, your Honor* 
THE C0ORT* How, your third request: was , on 
the note X got yesterday t was to have the tapes 
played. I take it you want the tape played? 
THE FOREMAN May we be excused on that? 
THE COURT: You taay be excused, and let oe know 
W&at your desire is. 

(The jury »aa excused at 10:07 A.M.) 
MISS K0RABACK: If your Honor please, 1 would 



like to take exception to the reading only up to 
this point in the transcript, and not reading those 
section© of the Redirect Examination of Mrs. Muggins 
which related to the portions of the Cross-Exami na- 
tion which were heard by the Jury. I think in the 
ordinary course of things , if they had asked for 
the testimony concerning a certain topic , all of 
this would have been read , and I think that they 
should have heard the Redirect Examination as well 
at this point. 

I take exception to the failure to do that. 

THE COURT: Well, it may be noted. 

MISS RORABACK: I, also, while still standing, 
your Honor, and since we went straight from the 
first instruction yesterday into the reading of the 
evidence , and I did at some point wish to take an 
exception to that instruction, I'd like to take this 
opportunity to do so. 

As I remember it, the question related to 
whether or not action constituted — shows intent — 
Vm not sure of the question, but your Honor will 
rea»eaber the request, and at that time your Honor 
said, it may or eaay not do so. I take exception to 
the failure to recharge the jury on the question of 
what intent is, not only as your Honor had done it 



originally, hut also in the form in which we orig- 
inally requested it in oar requests to charge, 
THE COURT t Mr. Garry? 

MR. GARRY: I join in both of these statements 
of Miss Roraback, and take exception to your Honor's 
ruling. 

THE COURT: It may be noted. 
(The jury sent out a note to the Court at 
10:10 A.M.) 

THE COURT: The note received from the jury 
reads as follows: "We do not need the tape. Thank 
you. Robert L. Gauthier." 

All right, we will prepare to stand in recess. 

(The eourt recessed at 10:12 A.M.) 

(The court reconvened at 2:06 P.M.) 

THE COURT: Counsel, I received the following 
note at about five minutes to 2:00. 

"We would like to have reread the law and 
definition of binding regarding this case." Signed 
Robert X.. Gauthier. 

I am going to do that. 

Bring them in. 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 2:07 P.M.) 
THE COURT: All right, ladles and gentlemen. 
I received your note. 



ts W<t would like to have reread the law and 
definition of binding regarding this ease." It is 
signed by your foreman. 

I shall do that, 

low, to go on to something else, The defendant , 
Ericka Huggins , is also charged In the third count of the in- 
formation as follows: 

"And the Attorney aforesaid further 
accuses Kricka Hugging of binding with intent to 
commit a crime and charges that at the City of 
New Haven, on or about May 18th through May 21, 
1969, the said Ericka Huggins did bind and gag 
with intent to commit a crime on the said Alex 
Rackley , in violation of Section 53-19 of the 
Connecticut General Statutes . " 

The State, at the request of the defendant, 
Ericka Huggins, filed a Substitute Bill of Particulars, Para- 
graph D. 2. of which reads as follows: 

'"The crimes intended to be coram! t ted 
when Alex Rackley was bound, gagged or blind- 
folded are as follows : 

a. Murder or siding and abetting murder 

b. Kidnapping resulting in death 

c. Conspiracy to kidnap 

d. Conspiracy to murder 



e. Blackmail 18 

Section 53-19 of the General Statutes, insofar 
as tt pertains to this charge , re-ads as follows i 

"Any person who binds., .gags or blind- 
folds any person. . .with intent to coeaait. . .crime 
punishable by imprisonment in the Stat© Prison, 

shall be " And the statute goes on to state the pen* 

alty, with which you are not concerned . 

First, I shall define certain words for you. 
The word "bind" means to tie or confine with cord, band or 
chain. 

"Gags" means to apply any object so as to com- 
pletely obstruct the vocal organs or to restrain speech. 

"Blindfords" means to cover or bandage the eyes. 

Now, there are essential elements of this 
statute which the State mist prove beyond a reasonable doubt 
before you can find the accused, Ericka Hugglns , guilty of 
the charge. 

First, the State mist prove beyond a reasonable 
doubt that the accused , Ericka Hugglns, as principal or acces- 
sory, bound, gagged or blindfolded Alex Rackley . You will 
note that the word "or" is used. In other words , the State 
need not prove beyond a reasonable doubt that all three tilings 
occurred; it need prove only one of them. 



able doubt that the accused , Ericka Kugglns , ae principal or 
accessory, did oae of those things to Alex Rackley with the 
intent to eotnmit one or more of the cr totes set forth in the 
State's Bill of Particulars , which I have just read to you. 
Each of those crimes are punishable by Imprisonment , as re- 
quired by the statute. 

The State charges that the accused , Ericka 
Hoggins , intended to commit the crime of, one, murder or aid- 
ing and abetting murder; two, kidnapping resulting in death; 
three , conspiracy to kidnap ; four, conspiracy to murder; and, 
five, blackmail . 

I have previously explained to you the elements 
which make up the first four of those crimes. I do not think 
that I need to go through them again. I call your attention 
that to prove the defendant guilty of violating this statute, 
the State must prove beyond a reasonable doubt that the ac- 
cused , Ericka Buggins, as principal or accessory, bound, gagged 
or blindfolded Alex Rackley with the Intent to commit all or 
any one of these crimes . It need not prove that those crimes , 
or any of them, were actually committed. What I have said 
previously concerning circumstantial evidence of intent would 
also apply here. Also, of course, what I have said concerning 
the meaning of accessory would also apply here. 

The only one of these crimes which I have pre- 
viously not explained to you is the crime of blackmail. That 



10 

crime is set forth in Section 53-40 of the General Statutes. 
I do not think that the State has submitted sufficient evi- 
dence to pewit He to submit this crime for your consideration 
as support for the second eletaa&t of the charge of binding. 
Do not consider that crime. Forget it. 

That completes it, ladies and gentlemen. 

You may retire. 

(The jury was excused at 2:14 P.M.) 
THE COURT: All right. 

Mr. Karkle. 

HE. MARKLE: Hothing, your Honor. 
THE COURT: Miss Roraback. 

MISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, I would 
like again to repeat the exceptions I took to the 
blindfold charge originally, and just in case — 

THE COURT: You mean to the binding charge? 

MISS RORABACK: Yea, binding. Excuse rae. 

In the first place, the statutory language in- 
cluded the charge of blindfolding; whereas , Mrs. 
Hoggins in the information was only charged with 
binding and gagging. 

In the second place, the statutory language is 
in the disjunctive and your Honor charged in the 
disjunctive. You said that only one of three ele- 
ments of the statute need be proven. I would submit 



that because the State choosed to charge in the 
conjunctive, they had to prove both the binding and 

Finally, 1 would submit, your Honor, that the 
accessory statute should have been recharged at 
this time rather than omitted. 

THE COURT: Mr. Garry. 

MR. GARRY: I join in whatever she says. 

THE COURT: All right. 

We will prepare to recess . 

MISS RORABACK: Oh, your Honor , earlier today ~ 
well, I was thinking of it after we had recessed 
previously — before that portion of the transcript 
was read, I had asked that it be read by a woman. 
That was not done. Although there was no ruling on 
it then, I think 1 took no exception at that time. 
I would like to take exception that the transcript 
was read by a man and not by a woman, as is Mrs. 
Muggins . 

MR. GARRY: I join in that, too. 

THE COURT: All right , prepare to recess. 

(The court recessed at 2:15 P.M.) 

(The court reconvened at 5:44 P.M. ) 

THE COURT; All right. 

Mr. Clerk, tell the jury to get ready to go 



home for the night. 

(The Clerk complied,) 

THE CLERK: They want another ten or fifteen 
minutes , your Honor. 

THE COURT i All right. 

They just knocked. See what they want , Mr. 
Clerk. 

(The Clerk complied . ) 

THE CLERK: They* re all act. 

(The jury was excused at 5:46 P.M. ) 

THE COURT: All right . Prepare to adjourn 
for the day. 

Adjourn court , Sheriff, until tomorrow morning 
at 9:00 o'clock. 

(The court adjourned at 5:50 P.M.) 
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(Hearing in Chambers With all counsel and 
the Court present , at 10:32 A.M.) 

THE COURT! This morning, Juror *- all counsel 
are present — this morning, Juror Dilger, -shortly 
after 9:00 o f clock became ill. It was reported to 
the Court that he requested a doctor. The Court 
contacted Doctor Frank Mongillo, who was kind enough 
to com© down to the court house and examine Mr. 
Dilger. 

He found that Mr. Dilger had an upset stomach. 
His advice was that he be permit tad to res t f or the 
day. He prescribed some medication for him, of a 
mild nature $ which he is to take two or three times 
during the day* 

On the advice of the doctor, this court felt 
compelled to adjourn court for the day so that Mr. 
Mlger could have the rest prescribed by the doctor . 

The Court will convene tomorrow at 12:00 o* clock. 

All right. 

(Court was adjourned at 10:34 A.M.) 
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(The court reconvened at 5:30 P.M.) 
THE COURT: Call the jury, Sheriff. 
(The jury entered the courtroom at 5:30 P.M.) 
THE COURT: Good afternoon, ladies and gentle- 
men. 

I have your note: "We would like to hear all 
of Warren Klmbro's testimony." Signed by your fore- 
man. 

The note came so late in the day that by the 
time we got organized , it would be time for you to 
go hone and, besides, it's lengthy testimony, and 
I think we might as well start fresh tomorrow Hom- 
ing* 

So, you may retire now for the day and I will 
have the sheriff knock at the door just as soon as 
your transportation is here. It should be here 
shortly . 

Good night , have a pleasant rest, and we will 
start fresh tomorrow. 

(The jury was excused at 5:31 P.M.) 

THE COURT: All right , Mr. Clerk, this note 
was received about eight after five. 

Counsel, we will use the same procedure as we 
did on the Huggins ' testimony. 

Is it agreed by all counsel? 



MISS ROSABlCKl Yes. 
MS. MMKlMi Yes s sir. 

THE COURT: AH right , Mr. Reporters , you be, 
all three, available tomorrow morning and get your- 
selves organized tonight so we will be able to start 
j»p0Bj*ly as swn as we can. 

MISS RORABACK: Your Honor, I remember that 
the tapes were played during the course of Mr. 
Kimbro's testimony . 

It's agreed those wouldn't be read again? 

THE COURT: Well, he made certain cowiients,, 
1 think* 

Did you take down the tape? 

(The Court Reporter answered affirmatively.) 

THE COURT: He made certain comments when the 
tapes were being played. I think he was asked to 
identify this. 

HISS RORABACK: No. 

THE COURT: What Is your recollection, Mr. 
Harkle? 

MR. MARKLE: That was ay recall , your Honor. 
THE COURT: I can recall him hunching down here 
right in front of the bench listening to the speaker. 
MR. MARKLE: That's absolutely my recall. 
THE COURT: Don't you remember him hunching 



down in front trying to answer somebody's questions? 
MISS RQHABACK: About the background voices . 
TM COWiXt Some voice. 

MISS RORABACK: My memory, your Honor, was 
that the tapes were played , the ones we had a copy 
of the transcription with the amendments in it, it 
was just played . 

THE COURT: Straight through. 

MR. GARRY: I know exactly what happened. 

We adjourned *»* we had a recess to confer® to 
the corrections of the transcription, and once that 
was done, — Miss Roraback worked on that — once 
that was done, I think we went right on through and 
the jury heard the corrections and they had the 
transcriptions in front of them, but it was played 
outside the presence of the jury. 

MR. MARKLE: The transcript will show us what 
happened . 

MR. GARRY: Well, I just happen to know that's 
what happened , and I don't think I have to rely 
®pm the transcript. 

THE COURT: I know we took a recess and I gave 
you time to check. Your complaint, as I recall, 
Miss Roraback, was that you did not have a copy of 
the transcript, and that those were made available, 



■and they were checked out , and you did that over 
some place else. 

MISS RORABACK: We did it here. 

THE COURT; lot while I was here. 

MISS RORABACK: I don't know whether you were 
present , but I know it was here. 

THE COURT: It was during the recess. 

We will see what it shows when you get it. 

MR. GARRY: My memory is it was played twice, 
once outside the presence of the jury and corrections 
were made, and then those corrections were trans- 
mitted to the transcription that was given to the 
jurors, and it was played without any interruption 
after that. 

THE COURT: I think that ' s right . They all 
had transcripts , and I don't think there was any 
interruption at all while they had transcripts , and 
If that is so, we will delete the playing of the 
tape « 

MR. MARK2E: I'm going to object to that, be- 
cause that f s his testimony. 

THE COURT: No. Ho. Ho, not the transcript. 

MR. MARKLE: That's part of his testimony. I 
don't see how you can delete pa r t of his testimony. 

THE COURT: Well, he is on the tapes, too, 



isn't he? 

MIL MAR10UB: Yes s sir. 

THE COURT: Hell, let me think about it over- 
night and see what I can do, and I will see you 
people In the wonting with your records , 

See if the jury is ready. 

Are they ready? 

THE SHERIFF: Yes. 

THE COURTj All right , they may retire. 
(The jury left the court house at 5:35 P.M.) 
THE COURT: All right, prepare to adjourn for 

Adjourn court , Sheriff, until tomorrow morning 
at 9:00 o'clock. 

(The court adjourned at 5:37 P.M. ) 
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BOBBY G. SEALE 



(The court reconvened at 9:08 A.M. ) 

THE COURTS Counsel, all set? 

M s MARKLE: Yes. 

THE COURT: Reporters all set? 

(The Court Reporters answered affirmatively.) 

THE COURT: When we reach that point of the 
tapes , I will ask them if they want it read or not. 
If they want to go out and discuss it, they can dis- 
cuss it. 

Call the jury. 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 9:09 A.M.) 
THE COURT: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. 
Are you ready ? 

MR. TILEW1CK: Yes, your Honor. 
I am reading from Volume 4 on March 24, 1971. 
MR. GARRY: Same stipulations, about not tran- 
scribing it, your Honor. 

THE COURT: All right. 

Agree , Mr. Markle ? 

MR. MARKLE: Yes, absolutely. 

THE COURT : And you, Miss Roraback? 

MISS RORABACK: Yes. 

THE COURT: All right. Go ahead. 
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(The Court Reporters read frora Volume 4, 
Page 365 to Page 4 25, and then from Volume 10, 
Page 839 to Page 962, the testimony heard In the 
presence of the jury, excluding the tape recording.) 
(Page No. 404) 

"Q In terms of Central Staff, who are you 
talking about, Mr. Kirabro ? 

"A There would be Lonnle McLucas , myself, 
and Ericka were from Central Staff, New Haven. 

"Q For New Haven Connecticut? 

"A Or Connecticut, which was the name . " 

MISS RORABACK: That ought to be marked , your 
W Honor. 

THE COURT: Put a clip on it. 

(Page No. 421) 

"MISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, as I 
understand it, my client is not bound there in that 
cellar at this time, and I object to any evidence 
of acts, or whatever, that occurred down there in 
her absence." 

MISS RORABACK: May that point be marked. 

THE COURT: Put a clip on it. 
*** 

i 



(Page No. 425) 

]J "(The jury was excused at 11:14 A.M.)" 

THE COURT". Hold It for a moment, Mr. Reporter. 

Now, the next thing, I believe, is the stenog- 
rapher's report of the playing of the tape recording. 

Now, did you want that read, or not, Mr. Fore- 
man, or would you rather discuss it in the jury room 
and decide which way — 

THE FOREMAN: May we be excused? 

THE COURT: You may be excused , and let me know. 

(The jury was excused at 10:05 A.M. ) 

(The jury returned at 10:10 A.M.) 
I THE COURT: Now, my question was , did you want 

the tape read ? 

THE FOREMAN: No, we don't want it read. 

THE COURT: You can skip that. 

MR. MOAN: We are coming to the next transcript. 
That completes everything in Volume 4, because on 
Page 436 of that transcript the jury was excused, 
your Honor. 

THE COURT: All right. 

MR. MOAN: Now, we go to Page 839 in Volume 10. 
MISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, did I 
\ understand that the jury did, or did not want the 

tape read? 
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THE COURT: Did not. 

(Page No. 962) 

"MISS RORABACK: For both parties." 

THE COURT; You may retire. We will have our 
morning recess. 

(The jury was excused at 10:32 A.M.) 

(At 10:50 A.M. a note was sent from the jury 
to the Court.) 

THE COURT: The note received at 10:50: 

«Ue do not need any more testimony. Thank you." 
Signed by the foreman. 

(The court reconvened at 11:25 A.M. ) 

THE COURT? All right, call the jury, Sheriff. 

(The jury entered the courtroom at lis 26 A.M, ) 

THE COURT: All right t ladies and gentlemen, 

I received your note, Mr. Foreman, at about 
11:15, which reads as follows : "Your Honor, we 
feel we have not and will not reach a decision on 
case on all charges . " 

Mow, I need some clarification. I want to know 
from you, Mr. Foreman, whether you are saying that in 



a unanimous verdict on some charges , or are you say- 
C x \ ing that you have been unable to reach a unanimous 

verdict on any charges in either case? 



> 



THE FOREMAN: Aay charges — 
THE COURT i Wait a minute. 

You retire and send tie your answer in writing. 
tm VOmmmi Yes, your Honor. 
(The jury was excused at 11:26 A.M.) 
THE COURT; I think perhaps I'd better clear 
the courtroom. 

Clear the courtroom, Sheriff. 
(The courtroom was cleared at 11:26 A.M.) 
(The court reconvened at 11:52 A.M. ) 
THE COURT: All right. 

For the record , I received a note from the 
jury at about quarter to 12:00 indicating that they 
have not reached a unanimous verdict on any of the 
charges in either case. 

I am ordering the note impounded , Mr. Clerk, 
and you will seal it, It is not to be opened , ex- 
cept by order of this Court. 

Now, call the jury in, Sheriff . 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 11:54 A.M.) 

THE COURT: All right, ladies and gentlemen, 
I am going to read to you what our Supreme Court 
had to say about a situation such as this. 

For the record , I am referring to State against 
Smith, 49 Conn. 367, at 386, and that case has been 



again proved by our Supreme Court, about three 
years ago, In Szlirtsky versus Deahup, 156 Conn* , 
159, at 161. Our Supreme Court had this to say, 
ladles and gentlemen. Although the verdict to 
which each juror agrees oust, of course , be his or 
her own conclusion and not a mere acquiescence in 
the conclusions of his or her fellows , yet in order 
to bring twelve minds to a unanimous result, the 
jurors should examine with candor the questions 
submitted to the® and with due regard and deference 
to the opinions of each other. In conferring to- 
gether the jury ought to pay proper respect to each 
other's opinions , and listen with candor to each 
other's arguments. If much the larger number of 
the panel are for a conviction, a dissenting juror 
should consider whether the doubt in his or her own 
mind is a reasonable one which makes no impression 
upon the minds of so taany sen and woaes equally 
honest, equally Intelligent with himself or herself, 
who have heard the same evidence , with the same at- 
tention, and with equal desire to arrive at the 
truth, and under the sanction of the same oath. 

And, on the other hand, if a majority are for 
acquittal, the minority ought seriously to ask them- 
selves whether they may not reasonably , and ought 



not to, doubt the conclusions of the judgment which 
is not concurred in by most of those with whan they 
are associated, and distrust the weight or suffi- 
ciency of that evidence which fails to carry convic- 
tion to the winds of their fellows. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I am going to ask you to 
retire again and give this Batter further consider- 
ation in the light of what I have just read to you 
from our Supreme Court , but your lunch will be here 
very shortly, so I would suggest that you retire 
for a few moments and do nothing, and when your 
lunch arrives here, you, of course , will have your 
lunch in the outer courtroom here, and after you 
have had your lunch and rested a little bit, then 
retire and give the matter further consideration in 
the light of what I have just read to you. 

All right. So, retire for just a moment now. 

(The jury was excused at 11:58 A.M.) 

THE COURT! Mr. Markle. 

MR. MARKLE: If your Honor please , I am going 
to object to the giving of that, as I indicated to 
you, based on the article that appeared in the 
"Register" yesterday, in which it was indicated one 
of the j uxors had waved to persons, demonstrators , 
on the stairs of the court. 



I don't think it's fair to the State. I think 
it is a report by a person who has no ax to grind , 
and he observed this . 

THE COURT: Miss Roraback. 

MISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, I would 
rather cite other authority than the "New Haven 
Register" for my objection to the charge. 

THE COURT: Make your own objection. Let's go. 

MISS RORABACK: Right. 

If your Honor please, I would take exception 
to the giving of this charge , because I think it 
does violence to the entire concept of trial by jury 
and to the deliberations of the jurors. 

In the first place, the charge itself fails to 
state that it is the individual decision of each 
joror, for blase If or herself, which should be re- 
spected . 

I think it further is a coercive charge, in 
that it takes away from the individual consideration 
of each person, each juror, and makes it a group de- 
cision and eliminates individual choice. 

I think it also, because of that I would submit, 
sort of subtracts from the ability of the jurors to 
enter into a mistrial situation — which I am not 
anxious to have here — but I think that if the 



jurors do disagree , they should have a right to do 
so and to Maintain their disagreements if, in their 
own individual opinions , that is the proper thing. 

I would submit to your Honor that the proper 
charge is the one that was promulgated by the Amer- 
ican Bar Association, in the Minimum Standards for 
Criminal Justice on Trial by Jury, which is reprinted 
in 411 Fed, 2nd , Federal Reporter, 2d series. 

As your Honor knows , in that proposed charge , 
the standards adopted by the American Bar Associa- 
tion say, in part, the jurors have a duty to con- 
sult with one another and deliberate with a view to 
reaching agreement , if it can be done, without 
violence to individual judgment , and I think that's 
important language that's missing from the "Chip" 
Smith charge. 

It goes on to say: "that each juror must de- 
cide the case for himself, but only after an impar- 
tial consideration of the evidence with his fellow 
jurors; that in the course of deliberations , a juror 
should not hesitate to reexamine his own views and 
change his opinion if convinced it is erroneous ; " 

But, on the other hand, the final part of that 
says: "that no juror should surrender his honest 




or effect of the evidence 



solely because of the opinion of his fellow jurors,** 
and here again we get back to this coercive clement, 
"or for the mere purpose of returning a verdict. 

"If It appears to the court that the jury has 
been unable to agree , the court may require the 
jury to continue their deliberations and may give 
or repeat an instruction. . . n 

"The court shall not require or threaten to 
require the jury to deliberate for an unreasonable 
length of time..." Well, then it goes on. 

How* I would also point out to your Honor that 
this standard has been adopted awet recently in 
Pennsylvania, in a case reported in 9 Criminal Law 
Reporter, Page 2075, Commonwealth versus Spencer, 
March 25, 1971, decision. 

It is, I believe — 

THE COURT: Miss Boraback, I have to follow our 
Supreme Court . 

Now, cite the case, if you want to, and use it 
on your appeal, but I have to follow our Supreme 
Court. 

You understand that? 

MISS RORABACK; Yes. 

I am asking your Honor to, in doing justice in 
this courtroom, to perhaps chart a new course and 



consider the weight of authority from other juris- 
dictions. 

The beginnings of the recognition, which I 
submit is a proper recognitions that the "Chip" 
Smith charge is , indeed, outmoded and is a denial 
©f the very right to trial by Jury, which I am 
speaking about. 

THE COURT: I don't agree with that, Miss Rora- 

back . 

As a matter of fact , I think it's the 9th Cir- 
cuit, Federal, that just approved the Allen charge , 
which goes much further than "Chip" Smith, as you 
know. 

But, in any event , your exceptions are noted. 
MISS RGRABACK: Thank you, your Honor. 
THE COURT: Mr. Garry. 

MR. GARRY: I join in the exceptions , your 
Honor, and I also want to point out that your Honor 
impounding that note, without the benefit of at 
least counsel being able to see it, is a violation 
of due process of law. 

Anything that happens in that jury, any kind 
of notes or any actions on the part of the jury, 
should be at the beck and call of each of the attor- 
neys so that they can make whatever motions and what- 



ever other decisions that are necessary, and we 
are deprived of that, and I take exception to your 
Honor impounding that note without benefit of my 
being able to see It on behalf of Mr. Scale. 

THE COURT: The exception may be noted. 

I take it, you want it, too? 

MISS ROKABACK; I would like to join in that, 
too, not only as a due process question, your Honor > 
but also, again, as part of ray client* s right to 
trial by jury. 

THE COURT: Exceptions may be noted. 

All right , we will prepare to recess for lunch. 
That will mean 1:00 o'clock. 

All right, clear the courtroom. 

(The court recessed at 12:04 P.M.) 



(The court reconvened at 2:42 P.M.) 

THE COURT: Call the jury, Sheriff. 

(The jury entered the courtroom at 2:42 P.M.) 

THE COURT: All right , ladies and gentlemen, 
I received your note from your foreman, which states, 
In part, as follows: 

"Your lienor, we still feel we are deadlocked 
on all nine charges . We feel that it is in vain to 
continue deliberating." 

Mr. Foreman, I am going to ask you two ques- 
tions , and I would like you to answer thera "Yes" or 
"No," if you will. 

In the Ericka Huggins case, are you telling oie 
that you cannot agree on a unanimous verdict on any 
of the charges? 

THE FOREMAN: Yes. 

THE COURT: In the Bobby Seale case, are you 
telling me that you cannot agree on a unanimous ver- 
dict on any of the charges? 

THE POBEMftH! Yes. 

THE COURT: All right. 

In File Mo. 15681, State versus Ericka Hugglns , 
I declare a mistrial for the reason that the jury 

f 



has failed to un&nlaously agree to a verdict on 
any of the charges, 

HISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, there 
wms m comment by one of the jurors out loud, which 
I heard. 

I wonder if the questions might be pit to Mr. 
Gauthier again before — 

THE COURT: No. I am satisfied with the answers 
that X received. 

In File Ho, 15844, State versus Bobby George 
Seale, also known as Bobby Seale I declare a mis- 
trial for the reason that the jury has failed unan- 
imously to agree to a verdict on any of the charges. 

Alt right . 

Sow, ladies and gentlemen, I know that you have 
labored long and hard on these matters . It*s unfor- 
tunate that verdicts could not have been reached in 
then. So»© of you have been with this case since 
November, tou have all been discommoded in your 
lives, your lives have been upset , your routines 
have been upset , and I am well aware of that, and I 
want to extend the thanks of the State of Connecticut 
for your participation in Its legal system and its 
system of juris prudence. 

Now, there is one last thing that I have got 



to say to you, and that is this: These natters , 
of course, are unfinished. The press are all 
seated over here , and as soon as you leave this 
court house , they will be following you and asking 
you questions. 

Now, remember, you took an oath at the begin- 
ning of this trial, and that oath said, in part, 
\ . .your own counsel and your fellows you will 
keep. . Tliat oath is still binding, and it is 
particularly important in this case that you say 
nothing to no one about what went on in your delib- 
erations . 

In these cases, there will be further proceed- 
ings on them. There are other related cases that 
are yet untried . Those defendants are entitled to 
all the protection they can get, and that means tha 
you people must not disclose anything that occurred 
during your deliberations. It is most important 
that you obey that admonition and, as I said, your 
oath still holds. 

Now, the press , I am sure, will be telephoning 
you; they will be attempting to visit you at your 
home, maybe. You have one thing to say to them, 
"No comment. No comment . " That is the answer. 
Close the door. "Don*t bother me." On the phone, 



"No comment: , " and hang up. 

Now, that is most important, and I would hate 
to learn that my admonition has been disobeyed, be- 
cause It Is my duty to protect the rights of theses 
people , and I intend to do it. 

All right . Thank you again, ladies and gentle- 
men, for your assistance to the Court . 

You are now discharged. 

The sheriff will escort you to your cars and 
see that arrangements are made to pick up your 
luggage and whatever else is necessary to be done. 

Thank you again. Good night . 

(The jury left the court house at 2:46 P.M.) 

THE COURT: Mr. Clerk, would you place this 
note in an envelope and seal it and mark it impounded, 
and it may not be opened until further order. 

MR. GARRY: I take exception to that, your 
Honor. 

I think that counsel should be able to see what 
has been communicated between the jury and the Court . 
We are officers of the court , as I understand it , 
and if there is anything in there that will be, in 
any way, an aid to any of the defendants , we should 
be the ones to decide that, we should be the ones to 
make those ultimate decisions, and I take exception 



to your Honor having this matter In camera , without 
the benefit of counsel to see it, 

THE COURT: Exception may be noted , and let me 
assure — exception may be noted for you, too, Miss 
Roraback — let rae assure counsel there is nothing 
in either of the notes that the Court ordered im- 
pounded which would , in any way, assist the defense. 

MISS RORABACK; If your Honor please, I wish 
to state aay exceptions in slightly different form 
for the record . 

I think, in both of these instances, failure 
to disclose to counsel what was in communications 
between the jury and the Court are a denial of ray 
client's rights to & fair trial, trial by jury, 
trial by jury of her peers , as well as a denial of 
the right of due process of law and, therefore , In 
violation, both, of the Constitution of the State 
of Connecticut and of the Federal Constitution. 

THE COURT: All right , Miss Roraback. 

Now, counsel, I would like to see all counsel 
at 2:00 o'clock tomorrow and, Sheriff, I would like 
the two defendants to be brought to the court house 
tomorrow by 2:00 o'clock. 

All right? 

MR, GARRY: I would suggest, your Honor, that 



rather than say you would like to see us , I would 
rather you made an order directly. 

THE COURT: For your benefit, it is an order . 
I understand. 

MR. GARRY: Yes. 

THE COURT: I order all counsel to be here to- 
morrow at 2:00 o'clock. 

MISS RORABACK: Might we have a few minutes? 

MR. GARRY: And at this time, if your Honor 
please, I am going to make an immediate request for 
immediate retrial of Bobby G. Seale. 

THE COURT: Well, that is one of the reasons 
for the conference tomorrow. 

MISS RORABACK: I would like a few minutes to 
speak with my client before she goes back. 

THE COURT: Sure. 

MR. GARRY: For all of us? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

Right here in the courtroom? 

MR. GARRY: Right here. 

THE COURT: Do it here. 

All right , clear the courtroom so that counsel 
can confer with their clients. 

(The court adjourned at 2:51 P.M. ) 
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(The court reconvened at 2:21 P.M.) 
THE COURTS All set, counsel I 
Mi right. Me will hear the motion to dismiss 
re prejudicial publicity. 
Miss Roraback? 

MSt„ MARXLE: If your Honor please , may I just 
be heard ? If they are going to make that motion, 
which was delivered at 2:00 P.M. to my office, I 
would stake a motion for a change of venue if they 
claim that ' s their motion. 

THE COURT: Deny your motion. 

MR. MARKLE: Might I take an exception? 

THE COURT: Exception may be noted. 

Mis a Roraback? 

MISS RORABACK: Thank you, your Honor. 

I might say in just brief comment, your Honor » 
that there is a specific reason not to move for a 
change of venue , or for the other possible alterna- 
tive relief to cure the prejudicial publicity. 
Obviously, there's no place in the State of Connecti- 
cut • m - 

THE COURT: I denied his motion, Miss Roraback. 
MISS RORABACK; I know, but I'm saying — 
THE COURT: I'm familiar with the problems, 
and where the choice lies , and so forth. 



MISS RORABACK: — I'm not asking for a post- 
ponement of the trial, which would be the only al- 
ternative. Therefore, although I think it would be 
appropriate to introduce the additional publicity 
that has occurred since our hearing on our motions, 
which occurred last September in this case, to dis- 
miss on the grounds of prejudicial publicity which 
had occurred up to that point , certainly I think 
your Honor can take judicial notice of the massive 
coverage that has occurred of this case , and I think 
that also I would like to refer not only to our 
hearings of last September and October, your Honor 1 s 
opinion on it, which is Document No. 68 in the 
Hoggins file, in which your Honor notes that it was 
easy — not "easy" but it was not too hard to get a 
jury in the McLucas case and, therefore , thought we 
were premature in our worries about whether or not 
publicity affected the ability to get a jury here. 

Again, in January , January 4th, we filed mo- 
tions — it's No. 78 in the Muggins case — and on 
February 22nd, 1971, a motion, No. 80 in the Huggins 
case> renewing the motion to dismiss on the grounds 
that there* d been such prejudicial publicity that 
at that point we were unable to get a jury, having 
gone through five hundred , and a thousand potential 



veniremen at that time. 

We now face the problem, your Honor, of start- 
ing this trial over again in an atmosphere which 
has not only had the massive prejudicial publicity 
which occurred incident upon the initial arrests, 
but also the continuing publicity and the — I 
would submit, your Honor, that all of the arguments 
of law made in our two memoranda submitted October 
15th, 1970 and February 22nd, 1971, in support of 
the motions which we made at that time concerning 
prejudicial publicity should be considered by your 
Honor, and that they call at this time for a dis- 
missal of these cases , because it ia just impossible, 
I would submit, to obtain a jury now that does not 
know so much intimate detail as to these cases in 
this area that we would be unable to get a fair 
trial* 

I think that ha cause of the — the defendants ' 
rights to a trial by a fair and impartial jury, 
those rights are so basic to our whole system that 
I cannot urge your Honor too strongly to grant our 
motion. 

THE COURT: Mr. Garry, or Mr. Rosen? 
MR. ROSEN: Your Honor, with respect to the 
prejudicial publicity motion, as far as my knowledge 



reveals , as far as I can figure out, we are in a 
position that is absolutely unique in the history 
of criminal trials in the United States under our 
Constitution in terms of the amount of preceding 
legal procedures and publicity attendant on the® 
that's been connected with, specifically with the 
case of Mr. Seale and, as well, with the cane of 
Mrs . Hugging . 

The situation that we are in is so far — de- 
viates from what the Supreme Court has called the 
"citadel of impartial, dispassionate adjudication," 
that a jury la supposed to participate in, because 
of their ability to deal in an objective, untainted, 
untarnished way with the facts, that retrial at this 
point would not be a trial in the sense that the 
Constitution requires a trial to exist. 

We spent four month? picking a jury the first 
time we went through this case. We spent — the 
attorneys for Lonnie McLucas spent two months pick- 
ing a jury in his case. That trial was entirely un- 
necessary to hold in the summertime, it's still af- 
fecting us it didn't have to be held — Mr. Markle 
didn't have to ask for a separate trial. He didn't 
ask for a separate trial for Mrs. Huggins and Mr. 
Seale when he had the same situation he was in be- 



fore. He had a statement from one of the defendants , 
which he couldn't use against the other, he didn't 
ask for a separate trial . He didn't atove the Court 
to exercise what it felt it had to do to protect 
the interests of the State in producing its evidence 
with respect to this trial, because for whatever rea- 
sons, it wanted a joint trial. He had done that in 
the McLucas trial , well knowing what would happen,, 
and now we have that trial, we have this trial, we 
have a year of continuous trials, enormous publicity, 
and the system *- let's he perfectly frank — is not 
equipped to deal at this point, at this time, in 
this place, which is what the defendants are en- 
titled to, for other reasons , with granting them a 
fair trial by an impartial, unbiased, untainted jury. 

A dismissal is required in that situation, and 
we move most strongly that the Court dismiss the 
charges and end the proceedings against Mr, Seale 
and against Mrs. Huggins as well. 

THE COURT: Mr. Markle. 

MR. MARKLE: If your Honor please , I have cited 
previously to your Honor the cases, and I would 
start with Shepard versus Maxwell . In that case, 
the reason the Supreme Court acted in the way it did 
was because there was a carnival atmosphere, and 



that* a the language that was utilized by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in which they said there 
was a carnival atmosphere and the prejudicial pub- 
licity flowed from the prosecution. 

In this particular case, your Honor, we have 
not attracted any publicity other than to put on a 
straight -forward case that's been reported by the 
news media. 

As of two day« ago, you have a picture of one 
of the defense counsel , standing on his head in 
front of the court house, and if that's to be the 
type of publicity that's blamed on the State , then 
I would suppose that any trial could be aborted by 
someone doing that. 

The law of this case is contained in State 
against Tabor sky, it's contained in Shepard against 
Maxwell. And what has been created here, there is 
not even a claim for a change of venue in this case 
to see whether or not there could be the possibility 
of obtaining people who are impartial. 

Now, it may be that it takes time to locate 
jurors. It may very well be that this is the price 
of this type of trial, but there was no question 
that we went through it here and we secured a jury, 
and we went through it in Mc Lucas and we secured a 



jury, and there* s no reason to believe that we 
can't da it again, ami secure a jury. 

I've made a motion for a change of venue . 
Your Honor has seen fit to deny that. It seems to 
me that if this is the claim, then it should be a 
change of venue or, as indicated by the Court in 
Shepard , an abatement of the proceedings for a 
brief period of time until the publicity dies down. 

But if this is true in thia case, I suppose 
it's true in any case that draws the type of media 
that has covered it, but they've given straight- 
forward news coverage , and the reporting of the 
faces is not prejudicial in terms of Shepard , or 
any other case that's come down from the Supreme 
Court . 

For all of those reasons , I submit, your Honor, 
that there can be a jury found in this State, and 
will be found , and if not here, then I would suggest 
that your Honor reconsider his ruling on my motion 
for a change of venue, and allow it to go to another 
part of the state. 

THE COURT: I'm not going to reconsider that 
motion, fir. Markle. It is my understanding that 
the ma j ority view is that the State may not make 
such a motion. 



MR. MARKLE: Well, then, absent a motion by 
the defense, I don't claim — 

THE COURT: ted they don't have t© make the 
Motion if they don't choose to, and they are not 
to be prejudiced because they didn't make the mo- 
tion. That's my understanding of the law. 

There are a couple of cases that say, maybe it 
ought to be considered, but the majority opinion is, 
they are not to be faulted because they didn't make 
a motion. They are entitled to be tried where the 
arrest occurs. 

MR. MARKXE: In State against Hayes, which 1 
know your Honor is very familiar with, they said 
this is part and parcel of what should be examined 
by the Trial Court , and the fact thtey did not make 
that motion was to be considered. 

But I would consider, respectfully, there is 
none of the — of what they claim happened in the 
Shepard case, and I would claim that the trial could 
be had in this state, and I would claim State against 
Tabor sky is controlling, and we should go forward 
with a selection of the trial jury. 

THE COURT: Hiss Roraback? 

MISS RORABACK: If your Honor please, I think, 
fortunately, we have not had a Shepard versus Maxwell 



8ituatl«>n 9 perhaps , but I think Mr. Markle begs 
the question by talking about the carnival atmos- 
phere of that case. The Shepard versus Maxwell 
statement was that the ~ referred to the diffi- 
culty of erasing prejudicial publicity from the 
minds of Jurors, and the difficulty of finding 
jurors in a situation where there has been massive 
publicity. Now, it doesn't have to be carnival 
publicity, it doesn't have to be the sort of thing 
that occurred in the Shepard case, without the 
Court recognizing, it seems to me, that the per- 
suasiveness two years now, it's not just a few 
months — but for two years we have had publicity 
in these cases that has b«en almost daily, and it 
has been massive in terms of the extent of coverage. 

It's not just the Hew Haven Register, or the 
New Haven Journal Courier , it's the Hartford Courant , 
which covers — I may tell Mr. Markle — Litchfield 
County , it's the Waterbury Republican, which also 
covers Litchfield County , and covers a good part of 
upper Fairfield County ; it's the coverage that the 
eastern part of the state has received . It's been 
all through this state, and it's been daily. It 
has gone over now with the Mc Lucas trial, and this 



There has been detailed coverage of facta of 
this case that cannot but have cone to the atten- 
tion ©f jurors, and to find jurors who have not 
heard about the case, or who can put those facts and 
opinions out of their oinds and hear only the evi- 
dence that comes into the courtroom, I think, is 
asking the impossible burden of the potential juror. 

I think that the only alternative left to us 
here is not a temporary abatement of proceedings . 
Mr. Markle seems to forget my client has been in 
jail now for over two years , and I think she's en- 
titled to at least have the final issue deteraiwed 
in the fastest time possible, but, certainly, I 
feel she ought to have dismissal here because I 
feel it is, by this time, impossible — quite im- 
possible — to find jurors who are not going to be 
influenced in some way or another by what they have 
read or heard about this case. 

THE COURT: Mr. Rosen, would you care to say 
anything further? 

MR. ROSES: Only that this Is not exactly like 
Shepard versus Maxwell , which had its own problems. 
This is a case unlike any other case. It's a unique 
case , unique facts, unprecedented facts in terms of 
the situation that we are in right now, which your 



Honor is as familiar with as anybody else, and 
those unique facts call for an unusual but author- 
ized remedy , and that: remedy is dismissal, and we 
are moving for dismissal. 
That r s all. 

THE COURT: Mr. Markle , anything further? 

MR. MARKLE; Yea. 1 was just going to say to 
your Honor that these are not unique facts in this 
day and age, and it seems to me your Honor has to 
consider the fact that the previous rulings made by 
the Court that this only can be tested at the time 
of the voir dire of the jurors. 

Now, I would point out to the Court that many 
of the jurors that were questioned, who claim they 
had this great knowledge about the case, when pressed 
knew very little, if any, details about it, and I 
think that is what has to be tested at the time of 
the voir dire. 

I would submit , until that time, we can have 
no guideline as to what happened. In Shepard against 
Maxwell, which is a leading case, there was a claim 
of saturation of the community by newspaper and com* 
munication media. The man in the indictment — 
there was a publication of names of the jurors, and 
there was misconduct by the press, and we have had 



none of that here, your Honor. All you've had Is 
a s t ra igh t - forward reporting of the actual factual 
situation, and I submit this taction should be denied , 
your Honor. 

These people can get a fair trial. We can get 
a jury, and if they are so concerned, then it could 
be a change of venue , but I say thia is not unique 
in this day and age. 

THE COURT: Miss Roraback, anything further? 

MISS RORABACK: No. 

THE COURT: Well, first of all, as far as the 
audience is concerned , no outburst of any kind, no 
demonstrations of any kind. 

I will tell counsel, very frankly, that I 
anticipated this motion and I thought about it con- 
siderably, and what I have to say applies to these 
cases only. 

At the outset, I should say that I know of no 
more dedicated public servant than the State's 
Attorney for New Haven County, Arnold Markle . He 
is a good lawyer and discharges his duties at all 
times in a manner that is a credit to the State. 

On the other hand, as it should be, ay duties 
and obligations to the people of the State are dif- 
ferent from his. It is ray duty to see to it, to the 



best of my ability, that justice is dispensed fair- 
ly and even~handedly. 

1 have been involved ia these cases and relate* 
cases for something approaching two years. I have, 
by that happenstance, gained a rather wide knowl- 
edge of the factual situation and, indeed , of the 
defendants themselves . 

Mrs. Huggins has been confined for more than 
two years in this state . Mr. Seale has been con- 
fined in this state and other states for at least 
that amount of tine. He is also faced with the 

i 

problem in the State of Illinois that involves con-;' 
finement. I have observed a rather remarkable change 
in the attitude of these defendants during the tit 
they have been before me, and I don't think it is 
feigned. ^ j 

I am advised by the Clerk of this court that 
the array of Jurors for this court year is practical- 
ly exhausted and that the po^ s ibility__of drawing a 
panel for these cases is practically nil. The new 
array will not be available until September. 

I have previously heard a motion to dismiss be- 
cause of pre-trial publicity. Despite the obvious 
publicity, I denied that motion with the hope that 
an unbiased jury could be impaneled. Some 1,500 



\ 



names were drawn and about 1,100 persons examined 
before a jury could be selected. It took four 
months. 

The State lias put its best foot forward in \ 
presenting its effort to prove its case against \ 
these defendants. They have failed to convince a I 
jury of their guilt. ] 

With the massive publicity attendant upon the 
trial just completed, I find it impossible to be- 
lieve that an unbiased jury could be selected with- 
out superhuman efforts , efforts which this Court , 
the State and these defendants should not be called 

j 

upon either to make or to endure . «- — 
The motion to dismiss is granted in each case, 

and the prisoners are discharged forthwith. 
MR. MARKI£: If your Honor please «« 
THE CaiRTi Yes, Mr. Markle. 

MR. MARKLE: I would like your Honor — I would 
like to take — with the Court * s permission, I would 
like to take an appeal from this ruling. I do not 
believe that the Court , under 54-56, has a right to 
dismiss an Indictment. 

I would also like to take it up on the grounds 
of the claim that there is prejudicial publicity, 
and I would like permission, before the defendants 



are released from custody , to take the appeal. 

THE COURT? I deny permission. 

MR. MARKLE : May I take an exception to that. 

HISS RORABACKs May the defendant, Huggins , 
be discharged from custody? 

THE COURT? The defendant, Huggins, may be 
discharged , 

MR, GARRY: May Mr. Scale be discharged? 

THE COURT: Yes, forthwith. 

Any other business? 

MR. MARKLE: No, sir. 

THE COURT: This court stands in recess. 
(The court recessed at 2:40 P.M.) 



